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Ila Lawson to be postmaster at Jane Lew, W. Va., in place 
of lla Lawson. Incumbent's commission expired December 17, 
1929. . 

Lueille Hupp to be postmaster at Power, W. Va. Office be
came presidential July 1, 1928. 

James D. Huber to be postmaster at Reedsville, W. Va., in 
place of J. D. Huber. · Incumbent's commission expired March 
29, 1930. 

WISCONSIN 
Halvor Thorson to be postmaster at Hawkins, Wis., in place 

of Halvor Thorson. Incumbent's commission expired March 
31, 1930. 

John Lindow to be postmaster at Manawa, Wis., in place of 
John Lindow. Incumbent's commission expired Mru·ch 26, 1930. 

Carl E. Reichenbach to be postmaster at Merrillan, Wis., in 
place of C. E. Reichenbach. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 18, 1930~ 

John E. Himley to be postmaster at Wabeno, Wis., in place 
of J. E. Himley. Incumbent's commission expired February 
15, 1930. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
TuEsDAY, April 1, 1930 . 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. . 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 
We thank Thee, 0 God, for Thy unfailing goodness around 

us, above us, and by day and night. How we wonder, yet we 
praise Thee for Thy unvarying mercy. We bow before Thee 
with the feeling of reproach. because we are so ·often forgetful 
of the abundance of Thy love. Overrule whatever has been im
perfect and sinful in us. Send us forth as heralds of wisdom 
and knowledge, whose duty is to maintain the high standards 
of representative government. Before all men may we walk in 
the fear of God, honoring all Thy precepts. Bless us with 
urgency and zeal, with divine longings and aspirations that 
move the soul. Keep us in harmony with Thee, s0 that in our 
hearts there may be no bitterness, no hate, no envy, no jealousy, 
and nothing that hurts, but everything that breathes a benevo
lent and wise disposition. Through Jesus Christ our Lord. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY BUSINESS 

- Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
Calendar Wednesday business for to-morrow be dispensed with 
and be in order on Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unani
mous consent that Calendar Wednesday business. in order to
morrow, be postponed and considered in order on Thursday. 
Is there objection? 

M:r. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I do not intend to object, but I want the gentleman to state to 
the House the object of transferring Calendar Wednesday busi
ness to Thursday. If I atn correctly informed, the gentleman 
intends that the rule to send the tariff bill to conference shall 
be inh·oduced to-day, and it is the gentleman's purpose then to 
call up the rule to-morrow. 

Mr. TILSON. If Calendar Wednesday business is post
poned; yes. 

Mr. GARNER. And the gentleman has asked for this post
ponement of Calendar Wednesday in order that we may vote 
on tbe rule at the earliest moment possible? 

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman is correct. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Connecticut? 
There was no objection. 

THE TARIFF 

Mr. SNELL, from the Committee on Rules, reported the fol
lowing resolution for printing in the RECoRD: 

House Resolution _ 197 

Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the 
bill H. R. 2667 with Senate amendments thereto be, and the same 
hereby is, taken from the Speaker's table to the end that all Senate 
amendments be. and the same are, disagreed to and a conlerence is 
requested with the Senate UpGD the disagreeng votes of the ' two 
Houses. 

LXXII---397 

The SPEAKER. _ Referred to . the. House Calendar and ·or
dered printed. 

At the request of Mr. TILSON, by unanimous consent, the 
Clerk read the resolution . . 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I a.sk unanimous consent for the 
immediate eonsideration of joint resolution (H. J. Res. 283) 
making additional appropriations for certain expenses under 
the Department of Justice for the remainder of the fiscal year 
1930. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani
mous consent for the present consideration of the joint resolu-
tion (H. J. Res. 283), which. the Clerk will report. · 

The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Indiana? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to ob

ject, I have a statement, informative in its character, concern
ing expenditures in the depa1·tment provided for ·in the resolu
tion. It is my understanding the gentleman will a sk to have 
the resolution considered in the H01:1se as in Committee of the 
Whole. I think it will take me about 15 minutes to get the 
information which I have to the House. I want to ask the 
gentleman if he will facilitate my doing that. I will try to 
finish in less time, if possible.. 

Mr. WOOD. ·Is it information? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I think it is. I think it is quite startling 

information. 
Mr. WOOD. I have no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the p~sent considera-

tion of the resolution? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, etc., That the following sums are appropriated, out of any 

money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the pu.r_poses 
herein set forth under the Department of Justice for the remainder of 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1930, namely: 

For salaries, fees, and expenses of United States marshals and their 
deputies, including the same objects specified under this bead in the 
act making appropriations for the Department of Justice for the fiscal 
year 1930, $425,000. 

For mileage_ and per diems of jurors ; for mileage and per diems of 
witnesses and for per diems in lieu of subsistence ; including the same 
objects specified under ,this bead in the a,ct making appropriations fur 
the Department of Justice for the fiscal year 19.3Q, $640,000. 

For the support of United States prisoners, including the same objects 
specified under this bead in the aet making appropriations for the 
Depa.rtment of Justice for the fisea.l year 1930, $1,600,00"0. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last 
w·ord, and ask unanimous consent to proceed for 10 minutes 
instead of 5. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to 
strike out the last word, and asks unanimous consent to proceed 
for 10 minutes instead of 5. Is there objection? · 

There was no objection. . 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, the resolution under consid

eration provides funds to replenish deficiencies that now exist 
in the Department of Jm:tice. The gentleman from Indiana 
stated yesterday that the cost of law enforcement had increased 
over 30 per cent, and there is no doubt that these items are 
directly chargeable to the increased activities in the depart
ment owing to the enforcement of prohibition. With that, of 
course, there can be no fault; but in this connection, Mr. 
Speaker, I want to call the attention of the House to the way 
the public funds are being spent. It does not happen to be 
from the Department of Justice, but directly connected with 
so-called prohibition enforcement. 

In a little over a month a special agent of the department, a 
woman by the name of Kitty Costello, expended in the city of 
Washington $532.81, and received in payment ·for her services 
in spending this money $430. She was working with an agent 
by the name of Yates, and let me read you some of the expendi
tures of Agent Yates. These two agents started in the month 
of December and they registered at one of the hotels in the city 
of Washington under the name of Mr. and Mrs. Holden, and 
this is h{)W they spent public funds: 

_ On January 4, Washington, D. C. : Dinner party for three, $5; 
whisky, $5; taxi to and from party, $2; tips, $1; rent of room for 
undercoyer office, $3; ·total (for tba,t day), $16. _ 

January 5, Wa shington, D. C.: Dinner party for six, $12; whisky 
for six, $20 ; taxi for six, $5 ; tips, $2 ; breakfast, 50 cents ; lunch, 50 
cents; room rental, '3; total, $43. 
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January, 6, Washington, D. C.: Dinner party for eight, $16; whisky 

for eight, $15 ; taxi for eight, $3 ; tips, $2 ; breakfast, 65 cents ; lunch, 
75 cents ; and room rental, $3 ; total, $40.40. 

January 7, Washington, D. C.: Dinner party for 10, total $22; 
whisky, $25 ; taxi, $2.25 ; tips, $2 ; breakfast, 60 cents; lunch 75 cents; 
rental of room, $3; total $55.60. 

January 8, Washington, D. C.: Dinner party for six, $10: whisky, 
$10 ; taxi, $2 ; tips, $1.50 ; breakfast, lunch, rental of room, $3 ; total, 
$27.90. 

January 15, Washington, D. C. : Room, $3. 
January 16, Washington, D. C. : Whisky $10; taxi, $1: rental of 

room, $3 ; total. $14. 
January 17, Washington, D. C.: Whisky for three, $10; taxi, $1.20; 

breakfast, 50 cents; lunch, $1.50; rental of room, $3; total, $16.50. 
J"anuary 18, Washington, D. C.: Dinner party, three, $6; whisky, 

$10; taxi, tips, breakfast, lunch, room rent; total, $23.65. 
January 19, Washington, D. C. : Dinner for two, $5; whisky, $25. 

Party of 20, refreshments, $8; taxi, tips, rental of room; total, $43.75. 
January 20, Washington, D. C. : Dinner for three, $6; whisky for 

party, $5; taxi, $1; l.:lreakfast, $1 ; lunch, $1 ; rental of room, $3 ; 
total, $17. 

J"anuary, 21, Washington, D. C. : Dinner for two, _ $3; whisky for 
seven, $26 ; taxi, $3.50 ; tips, $1.50; breakfast, 75 cents; lunch for 

, two, $3 ; room rental, $3 ; total, $40.75. 
January 22, Washington, D. C. : Dinner for eight, $12; whisky, $5; 

beer, $1 ; taxi, $2.50; tips, $1 ; breakfast, 75 cents; lunch for two, $3 ; 
rental of room, $3 ; total $28.25. 

January 25, Washington, D. C. : Breakfast, 85 cents; lunch, $1.25; 
Dinner, $1.50; taxi, $1.50; tips, $1; total, $6.10. 

January 26, Washington, D. C.: Breakfast, 85 cents; lunch, $1.25; 
dinner for three, $4.75; taxi, $5.25; tips, $3.25; whisky, $6.50; gin, $5; 
food at Childs for tlve, $8.50. Total, $35.25. 

January 27, Washington, D. C.: Breakfast for two, $2.25; lunch for 
two, $8 ; tips, $3 ; taxi, $4 ; whisky, $10 ; dinner for three, $6 ; late din
ner at Childs, $8.50. Total, $36.75. 

.lanuury 28, Washington, D. C.: Lunch for two, $3; taxi, $5; tips, 
$3.75; ~unch room for three in order to make purchases, $4.75; six high 
balls, $3; dinner at Wa.rdman's for four, $12; eover charge and ginger 
ale for four, $6. Whisky for party of seven, $6 ; ginger ale, six bottles, 
$3; rental of car, investigation outside city cheaper than taxi, $3.35. 
Total, $49.85: 

J"anu::uy 29, Washington, D. C. : Lunch for two, $3; taxi, $3.50; tips, 
$2; late dinner for six, $10.25; whisky for party, $15. Total, $33.75. 

January 30, Washington, D. C. : Lunch for three, Valentino Cafe, 
$4.75 ; tips, $3 ; taxi, $2.50; dinner for two, $4; whisky, $13 ; late din
ner at Childs for four, $8. Total, $35.25. 

January 31, Washington, D. C. : Breakfast, 85 cents; lunch for two, 
$4; tips, $3.25; taxi, $3.75; dinner for three, $4.75; wine, 50 cents; 
ginger ale, 25 cents. Paid Informant Mosher for information, three 
violations, $12 ; receipt not requested, us I had not revealed my identity 
to him at this time. Total, $29.35. 

February 1, Washington, D. C.: Lunch for three, $4.75; ginger ale 
and cover charge at Wardman's, $6.50; dinner at Aster for four, $5; 
tips, $5.50; taxi, $10; dinner at Macina's for purpose of obtaining evi
dence, for three, $4.75; wine, $1.50; sandwiches and drinks for two at 
Burns Cafe for purpose of obtaining evidence, $1.50; whisky, $10.25. 
Total, $49.75. 

February 2, Washington, D. C. : Breakfast, $1 ; lunch for two, $3 ; 
dinner at Madrillon, four, $16; taxi, $8.25 ; tips, $3.75 ; early meal at 
O'Donalu's, four, $6; ginger ale and ice at Gay Paree for purpose of 
<Jbtaining evidence, four, $1.50 ; same as above at Oriental, four, $1.50 ; 
whisky, $24; total, $65. 

Now, this is in addition to the $522 paid Kitty Costello and 
the $430 she received. 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Does the gentleman have a pic
ture of Kitty with him? [Laughter.] 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I submit that the very nature of the ex
penditures reveals the extravagance and waste of the public 
funds with the ostensible purpose of obtaining evidence. There 
was no occasion for going to Childs, for everybody knows that 
there has been no violation of the liquor law in Childs. Why 
these dinner parties of 6, 10 and even 20 guzzling whisky? 

I have more memorandum of expenditures here, but these 
are sufficient for an example of the way public funds are being 
expended. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. During the gentleman's inves

tigation did he ascertain whether the expenditure of these !unds 
resulted in the arrest and conviction of prohibition-law vio
lators? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I think there is one case pending and one 
conviction. The gentleman knows that one sale and one drink 
is sufficient. There is no need of those wild whoopee parties. 

There is no need of spending money in highly respeetabl~ places 
where no violations of law are committed. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. This is another example of 
the way the Federal funds are thrown down the sewer of pro
hibition; they spend thousands of dollars to obtain the convic
tion of one little bootlegger. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I think it was thrown down the gullets 
of the agents. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, in answer to what has been stated 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA], none of the 
items included within this resolution will be expended for the 
purposes the gentleman has named. There are three items in 
the resolution. One is for salaries, fees, and expenses of United 
States marshals and their deputies, and that amounts to 
$425,000. Then there is an item of $640,000 for mileage and per 
diems of jurors and witnesses, and an item for the support of 
United States prisoners in jails, $1,600,000. The $640,000 item 
is made necessary because of the fact that since the passage of 
the last general approp1iation act for the support of the courts, 
marshals, jurors, and so forth, we have created 5 new circuit 
courts of the United States and 10 district courts, and in addi
tion to this additional expenditure there has been a very large 
increase in all of the United States courts. The $425,000 item 
is made necessary by the same reason. So far as the last item 
of $1,600,000 is concerned, it is for maintenance caused by the 
increase in the number of United States prisoners in jails 
throughout the United States, and for the maintenance of the 
n~w detention prison in the city of New York, recently opened, , 
made necessary because of the fact that the city of New York 
would no longer receive Federal prisoners, and . because the 
jailers ·throughout the United States, where these Federal pris
oners are lodged have, almost without exception, increased the 
per diem charge. This is a matter over which the Department 
of Justic-e has no control, and all of these services are vouched 
for by the varioUB circuit and district courts throughout the 
United States, and the amount is based upon the estimated 
statement of the jailers in the various county jails throughout 
the United States. · ' 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Did the committee make any 

investigation as to the cause of the disturbance at Leavenwmi:h? 
Mr. WOOD. No. 
Mr. COCHRAN of MisS()Uri. For the benefit of the House, 

will the gentleman permit me to make a statement for about 
two minutes? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, last summer when 

I was in St. Louis a man came into my office asking my assist
ance in connection with a compensation claim that he had before 
the Veterans' Bureau. I questioned him as to why he had not 
prosecuted his claim, and he told me that he had been con
fined at Leavenworth Prison. He stated that he was working 
in the commissary department and t()ld me that the only cause 
of the riot at Leavenworth was that they were not feeding the 
prisoners properly. He stated that immediately after the riot 
when the Department ot Justice had sent representatives out 
there to make an investigation, they practically doubled their 
orders for supplies for the prisoners. 

In other words, where they were getting one carload of meat 
they were ordering two, and he went on to say that the pris
oners then were being properly fed and that there was no dis
content among them so far as food was concerned. He was a 
very intelligent man. He stated that if the Government would 
feed the prisoners there would be no danger of any riot in a 
penitentiary such as occurred out there a few months previous 
to his conversation with me. I hope that the $1,600,000 will be 
sufficient to feed the prisoners and prevent riots in the future. 

The officials at the penitentiary were not to blame. The 
trouble was the population far exceeded the capacity of the 
penitentiary, and the appropriations for food must have caused 
the department to· limit the amount that could be spent. It is 
the duty of the Congress to see that proper space is provided 
and sufficient money appropriated for proper food. I made some 
investigation, and I am convinced that the food had a great 
deal to do with the trouble. The Missouri Penitentiary is over
populated just as is Leavenworth, and only last week the pris
oners rebelled because they were not getting proper food. It is 
true the overcrowding has considerable to do with the discon
tent, but it is also true that the food supply, quality, and quantity, 
eauses trouble. We can at least appropriate sufficient money 
to feed the prisoners as they should be fed. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, the investigation made not at this 
hearing but at a previous meeting, ·convinced me, and I think 
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other members ot the committee, that the cause of the riot 
was the crowded condition at Leavenworth Prison. This is the 
first time I have ever heard any charge made that it was be
cause the prisoners were not receiving proper food or a suffi
cient amount of food. The fact is that the prisoners at Leaven
worth and at Atlanta are fed much better than many people 
on the outside. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, that is correct. I asked for 
the rations and the allowance and the quality. I went into 
that some time ago, and as the gentleman from Indiana says, 
food had nothing to do with the riot. It was the terribly over
crowded condition and the very early hours at which they had 
to serve the meals. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolution 

was passed was laid on the table. 

ADDITIONAL APPROPRIATION l!"'B "WmT VIRGINIA VE1I'ERAN8' HOSPITAL 

Mr. SHOTT of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD by printing 
therein a joint resolution of the West Virginia Legislature, now 
in session, regarding the hospitalization of war veterans in the 
State of West Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD by 
printing a resolution of the Legislature of the State of West 
Virginia.. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SHOTT of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, the West Vir

ginia Legislature, now in extraordinary session, has considered 
and adopted in both houses, unanimously, a concurrent resolu
tion urging Congress to proviM better facilities in West Vir
ginia for the hospitalization of veterans of the various wars. 
The appropriation of $700,000 for the purpose of erecting a hos
pital in West Virginia is inadequate and bills providing for a 
supplementary appropriation have been introduced in the Sen
ate by Bon. GUY D. GoFF and in the House by Hon. C.A.BL G. 
BACHMANN. These measures propose an additional appropriation 
of $800,000, and the necessity for this can be clearly and con
clusively shown, for there are hundreds of veterans hopefully 
but hopelessly awaiting hospitalization in our State unless addi
tional appropriation is provided to increase the facilities at pres
ent proposed. The legislature, rea.IiEing the distressing need, 
has adopted the following resolution, which was introduced in 
the house by Bon. J. Stanley Stephens, and adopted by both 
houses: 

House Coneurrent Resolution 5 (extraordinary session) 
Memorializing the Congress of the United States to authorize an 

additional appropriation for the construction of the United States 
veterans' hospital in the State of West Virginia. 

Whereas on March r>, 1930, there were 70 general, 23 neuropsychiatric, 
5 tubercular, and 8 observation cases, or a total of 106 veterans in 
West Virginia deprived of proper medical care because of a shortage of 
hospital beds ; and 

Whereas there are approximately 275 veterans from West Vuginia 
confined in 34 hospitals located in 23 States ; and 

Whereas the $700,000 recently appropriated by the Congress of the 
United States for the construction of a veterans' hospital in West Vfr
ginia will provide facilities for only 125 hospital patients; and 

Whereas the Federal Bon.rd of Hospitalization met in Washington, 
D. C., on March 12, 1930, to consider the general location of a veterans' 
hospital in West Virginia; and 

Whereas the West Virginia legislative veterans' hospital committee 
recently prepared a bill authorizing an additional $800,000 to supple
ment the $700,000 already appropriated by Congress for the construction 
of a United States veterans' hospital in West Virginia; and 

Whereas an additional appropriation of $800,000 will make a total 
of $1,500,000, or enough money to provide approximately 400 hospital 
beds, which are acutely needed to provide suitable facilities for the 
veterans in this State : Theretore be tt · 

Resolved bg the Leui.Uaturo of West V'rgi~Ma, That the constituted 
governmental authorities be urged to expedite, with all reasonable dis
patch, the construction of the United States veterans' hospital, anthor
ized within the Territorial limitB of the State of West Virginia; and be 
It turtber 

Re~~olved, That the Congress of the United States be requested to 
appropriate an additional $800,000, as speclfled in the bill which has 
been prepared by the West Virginia Legislative Veterans' Hospital Com
mittee ; and be it :further 

Resolved, That the United states Veterans' Bureau be requested to 
make some provision for the 106 vete.rans nO'W' awaiting hospitalization, 
and· for such other veterans, as the need arises. pending the construction 

of adequate hospital facillties within the State of West Virginia; and 
be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to the West Virginia 
delegation in Congress, the United States Veterans' Bureau, veterans' 
organizations, the press, and to such other persons and agencies as may 
be in teres ted-

The adoption by the West Virginia Legislature of the above 
concurrent resolution, together with the efforts of veterans' 
organizations and the Members of the National Senate and 
House from West Virginia, constitute one of the most outstand
ing examples of the expression of concentrated public sentiment 
for a worthy cause ever made in the history of the State. 
Satisfaction is a tragedy, but it is all right to be pleased, and 
West · Virginia, while pleased that there has been an appro
priation made that will provide a 125-bed hospital in that 
State, is not satisfied, for notwithstanding the facilities this 
hospital will provide, there will be hundreds of veterans who 
need treatment left in hopelessness. 

BUSINESS IN THE JUVENILE COURT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Mr. HOLADAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for one ·minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

- Mr. HOLADAY. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago in the discus
sion of the appropriation bill for the District of Columbia I am 
quoted in the newspapers as using the expression, " all of the 
courts ~ the District are from six months to two years behind 
in their work." I was discussing at that time the municipal, 
police, and supreme courts and did not have in mind the 
juyenlle court. 

In justice to Judge Sellers I wish to state that Judge Sellers 
is working reasonable hours, and the work of that court is 
current. I did not intend to include the juvenile court in my 
statement, and I may say, in addition, as I said in my remarks, 
while the judges of the municipal court are holding court very 
short hours, only a little over two hours a day, they are current 
with their work, and the statement that the dockets are from 
six months to two years behind should be applied only to the 
police court and the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

r, OLD IRONSIDES" 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. UNDERHILL] 
for ·15 minutes. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, 
within the next two weeks thousands of the school children 
of the country will visit Washington in order ~o see and learn 
at first hand some of the greatest history of our Nation. The 
same thing will take place in the city of Boston, where arrange
ments have already been made to receive a great many thous
ands of school children of New England and vicinity, to visit 
the Boston Navy Yard and see the "Old Ironsides," or the 
Constitution. 

March 4, 1925, Congress authorized the Navy Department to 
restore " Old Ironsides," but made no appropriation for this 
purpose. The act (lid authorize the S~retary of the Navy to 
accept and use any donations which were offered or could be 
secured for this purpose. Rear Admiral Philip Andrews, United 
States Navy, headed a committee to create interest and receive 
voluntary contributions. He and Secretary of the Navy Wilbur 
appealed to the Benevolent and Protective Order of Elks for 
their assistance in presenting this project to the people of the 
Nation and to receive donations from the school children of the 
land. In Alaska, the Hawaiian Islands, Po:rto Rico, and in 
almost a thousand large jurisdictions, the Elks carried the 
story to over 5,000,000 children, and they in turn contributed 
about $175,000 in "penny contributions." 

The sale of colored reproductions of the picture of the Oonsu-· 
tution brought a hundred and sixty odd thousand dollars ; and 
the sale of souvenirs made from metal and timber removed from 
the old ship netted abount an eqnal amount. The remainder of 
the total of about $645,000 collected was contributed by indi
viduals and patriotic organizations. 

In connection with the work of reconstruction opportunity has 
been given for patriotic and educational exercises in practically 
every school in America, and this educational feature has stimu
lated the interest of the younger generation in the history of 
the American Navy. 

Admiral Philip Andrews, commandant of the Boston Navy 
Yard, is entitled to special commendation for his efforts, as is 
Capt. D_ W. Knox, United States Navy, retired, officer in charge 
of this work at the Boston Navy Yard. It is largely through the 
efl'orts of the above mentioned that this historic old. frigate, 
Constitution, has been preserved for future generations. 
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Congress has recently voted an appropriation to supplement 

voluntary contributions to complete the restoration of the frigate 
cot~,StitutWit. 

This is the proper time when a brief permanent record should 
be made of the history of this vessel, together with a report of 
some of the difficulties encountered in her restoration. It is a 
matter of particular interest to the school children of America, 
the Daughters of 1812, the Benevolent and Protective Order of 
Elks, and other patriotic organizations and individuals who are 
deserving of praise and congratulations upon the completion of 
this project of restoration and preservation of this historic 
vessel. 

The 0o'n8'titutwn is one of the four· ships built for the Navy 
of the United States in accordance with the act of Congress of 
1794. She was modeled by Joshua Humphreys and constructed 
under the supervision of Capt. Samuel Nicholson and Naval 
Constructor George Claghorne. She was launched from near 
Harts Wharf, Boston, Mass.-now known as Constitution 
Wharf-October 21, 1797, but did not get to sea until July 20, 
1798. 

She was rated a 44-gun fdgate, with a crew of 400 men. 
Length, 175 feet; beam, 43.6 feet; hold, 14.3 feet; ballast, about 
140 tons ; and carrying 48,000 gallons of water and six months' 
provisions. Cost, $302,718.84. 

Captain Nicholson continued in command until November, 
1800. She next became the flagship of Commodore Silas Talbot 
in the West Indies and made several prizes on this cruise, Lieu
tenant Hull being conspicuous in their capture. From 1803 to 
1805 cruised in the Mediterranean, flagship of Commodores 
Preble, Barron, and Rodgers, and bore a prominent part in the 
war of Tiipoli, the final treaty with the Barbary powers being 
arranged on her after Captain Decatm· took command. 

Her greatest fame belongs to the War of 1812. July 5, 1812, 
commanded by Capt. Isaac Hull, she sailed from Annapolis, Md. 
On the 17th off Egg Harbor, N. J., the squadron of Captain 
Brooke, Royal Navy, was sighted closing up on the Con:Jtitution. 
Hull could not engage five large ships at once, so he had re
course to strategy and skillful seam·anship to escape from the 
enemy. The wind entirely left the Canstitutim1. soon after sun
rise of the 18th, Captain Hull says in his report, so the boats of 
the ship were hoisted out and manned ;md sent ahead to tow. 
The enemy did the same thing. Captain Hull had two guns run 
out of the cabin windows and other guns placed at the most ad
vantageous positions to bear upon the close-following frigates. 
Finding they were gaining, Lieutenant :Morris suggested warp
ing or kedging the ship ahead by carrying out anchors ahead 
and warping up to them. By this means the Constitution, work
ing for three days and nights, succeeded in escaping safely into 
port. · · 

On the 2d of August Captain Hull again put to sea and sailed 
as far as the mouth of the St. Lawrence, where he took 
two prizes and recaptured an American brig. He then stood 
to the southward, and on the 19th of August, in latitude 41 o 30' 
N., longitude 55° 30' W., met and engaged the frigate Guer
riere, 50 guns, commanded by Captain Dacres, Royal Navy. For 
nearly an hour the ships maneuvered, and then followed a tre
mendous struggle, in which the enemy lost 20 killed and 30 
wounded, and the &uehiere was completely -dismasted and so 
badly damaged that after her surrender she was set fire to and 
sunk. As this was the first "frigate action," it produced great 
rejoicing in the United States and gloom and astonishment in 
England. The sailors of the Constitu,tion, rejoicing in her abil
ity to withstand British shots, named her "Old Ironsides," a 
name by which she has been known ever since. 

The capture of the Java, while under command of Capt. 
William Bainbridge, and the P·icto-u,, Cyane, and Levant, while 
under Capt. C. Stewart, not to mention a number of smaller 
prizes, added to her fame, together with another extraordinary 
escape from a British squadron into Marblehead in 1814. 

The Navy had a period of inactivity after this war, and the 
Constitution did not perform any active duty until she sailed 
from Boston under Capt. Jacob Jones, May 13, 18Zl, for the 
Mediterranean Squadron, of which she was flagship under vari
ous commanders until 1838. From 1839 until 1851 she was con· 
stantly employed on the Pacific, Home, and Mediterranean 
Squadrons. March 2, 1853, she sailed for the Mediterranean 
and coast of Africa, completing this cruise in 1855. 

From 1860 to 1871 she was at the Naval Academy, used as a 
schoolship for midshipmen, and fr·om 1876 to 1878 was a train
ing ship for seamen. During this last year she carried to 
France the exhibit sent by the United States to the exposition, 
and upon her rehun again became a training ship until 1881. 
Taken to Portsmouth, N. H., in 1882, she was housed over and 
made a receiving ship until 1894 and then laid up until 1897, 
when, September 21, she was towed to Boston, under command 

of Capt. S. W. Very, to take part in the celebration of her 
centennial, October 21 of that year. 

During the- years 1906 and 1907 repairs were made to the 
hull above the water line. The ship was not dry-docked for 
fear of collapsing. Short sections of frames were installed 
amidships, and that portion of the ship was planked up with 
loblolly yellow pine. Only a small amount of work was per
formed at the two ends of the ship. New masts were made at 
the navy yard, ~ittery, Me., and installed at · the navy yard, 
Boston, including standing rigging and a small portion of run
ning rigging. The spar deck, which was then in a decayed con
dition, was made semi-water-tight by the installation of yellow
pine furring. Dummy guns were manufactured at the navy 
yard, Boston, and installed. 

The hull structure prior to dry-docking at the navy yard, 
Boston, on June 16, 1927, was in a very deplorable state of 
decay, the ship having a 14"%-inch hog (upward sweep in the 
keel), the stem being 8%, inches to port, while the ship was 
11% inches wider on the port side than on the starboard side. 
The keelson timber was badly decayed throughout its entire 
length, and 17 feet abaft of the forefoot the keelson timber 
was broken in two. The ends of practically all of the deck 
beams of the spar, gun, berth, and orlop decks were badly de
cayed. Numerous hanging, diagonal, and thrust knees, espe
cially aft, were very badly decayed, due to wet or dry rot. 
Temporary repairs to the decayed ceiling in the hold and at the 
two ends of the ship had been made by pouring cemetlt and by · 
patching. 

It was the general opinion that the ship, being in such a state 
of decay, it would not be safe to undertake to dock her. A 
special docking plan was prepared at _the Boston Navy Yard, 
showing a method of internal shoring. The ship having an 
excess weight over buoyancy at the two ends, approximately 150 
tons of ballast was placed in the fore hold. A pyramid of 
timbers. was built on the spar deck 12 feet high, over which 
heavy steel cables were passed, leading through the starboard 
and port hawse pipes, over the top of the pyramid, and extend
ing aft to heavy cross timber located below the line of the gun 
deck. These cables were hove taut by the use of unusually 
large turnbuckles, as the vessel settled over the blocks, in order 
to support the ends of the ship. Additional cables were passed 
entirely around the ship at the line of the gun-deck gun ports, 
being also hove up by the use of turnbuckles. Numerous trans
verse steel cables crossed the gun deck to the main cable that 
passed around the ship, the object being to prevent spreading of 
the ship as it landed on the blocks. 

An especially designed cribwork, 80 feet long and 9 feet high, 
was built into the bottom of the dock and counterweighted by 
metal ballast. Upon this cribwork there was installed 13 trans
verse launch ways. Upon this was built a continuous cradle 78 
feet long on each side of the ship, which was calculated to rep
resent the final shape of the hull, 14 feet 6 inches off the center, 
at a location known as a buttock line. The sliding ways, 
which carried the cradles, were greased, and at the ends of the 
cradle a longitudinal adjustable block was fitted that would 
work in a fore-and-aft plane to cover any discrepancies which 
would occur due to any slight error of the cradle properly 
adjusting itself to the underside of the ship. 

The ship was safely dry-docked on June 16, 1927. The slid
ing cradle functioned properly under water, clutching the sides 
of the ship like the jaws of a vise. The dock was then slowly 
pumped down and the hog removed, and as the dock was fur
ther pumped down the underbody hull structUl'e was properly 
faired up as it adjusted itself in the cradles. The dry-docking 
was eminently successful, no damage resulting to the hull. 

The navy yards being equipped for building and repairing 
steel ships only, there was no suitable equipment or machinery 
for the rebuilding of a wooden ship such as the Constitution. It 
was necessary to make a search to obtain the necessary wooden
ship building equipment and craftsmen. A Daniels planer 
with a 90-foot bed and 43-foot table, and an electrically driven 
treenail turning machine were purchased from the wooden-ship 
yard of Percy & Small at Bath, Me. An old-time futtock saw
virtually a large jig saw-was obtained from the navy yard, 
Portsmouth, where it had been installed in the old Franklin 
ship house for a great many years, since the days of wooden
ship building. 

The building or rebuilding of a frigate of the .period of 1797 
being practically a lost art, it was necessary to comb the north
ern New England States for efficient wooden-ship builders. The 
greater part of them were obtained at Bath, Me. Other section& 
of Maine that were represented are Stockton Springs, Rock
land, Waldoboro, Brunswick, South Freeport, Winthrop, Booth
bay, and a few were obtained at Portsmouth and elsewhere. 
This force, augmented by specially qualified shipwrights em-
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ployed at the navy yard, have rebuilt the bull of the ship, which 
was undocked on March 15, 1927. 

Considerable difficulty was experienced in obtaining suitable 
shipbuilding timber. Live-oak material, used mainly in re
framing, was obtained from Commodore's Pond, naval air sta
tion, Pensacola, Fla., white-oak planking from southern Ohio 
and from the mountain valleys of West Virginia. On account 
of the large dimensions required it was difficult to persuade 
dealers to take contracts for this material. More than 400 
white-oak knees were obtained in souther:n Delaware. Douglas 
fir for the deck beams and for the masts and spars was obtained 
from the States of Washington and Oregon, and yellow-pine 
spar deck planking from the State of Georgia. Other sections 
of the country have provided iron, paints, copper, canvas, Ameri
can hemp, oakum, and so forth. 

The hull of the ship is practically restored to its original 
condition and strength, and when all the work is completed it 
will be possible for the Co11stitution to again sail the seas. 

This is in wide contrast to Lord Nelson's flagship in the Battle 
of Trafalgar, the Victory, which has been placed on concrete 
supports at Portsmouth, England, and never can take the water 
again. 

I ask unanimous consent at this point, Mr. Speaker, to extend 
my remarks in the RECORD to include a short history of the 
deeds of Old Ironsides by Lieut. Commander E. R. S. Brandt, 
United States Navy. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. This is the history: 

DEEDS AND ADVENTURES OF " OLD IRONSIDES " 

By Lieut. Commander E. S. R. Brandt, United States Navy 
In these twentieth century days the Stars and Stripes whip in tbe 

breeze over many a mighty American warship, yet on none does it wave 
more proudly than over tbe Yankee frigate U. S. S. Constitution now 
at its dock in Boston, where "Old Glory" was first raised to ber gail' 
128 years ago. 

The ConstituHon is one of the first three ships of our present Navy. 
Let us hope that she will remain to fiy the Stars and Stripes until she 
is tbe last ship of tbe Navy, if that time comes when navies are no 
more and mankind is competent to preserve peace by spiritual enforce
ment alone. Even that day of peace and universal justice should find 
it appropriate to preserve such a memorial. 

THE DEED OF THE CENTURY 

The intolerable situation leading to the war with Tripoli was the 
direct reason for the authorization of tbe Oonstitutlon and ber sister 
ships. In 1793 American trade in the Atlantic bad grown to a point 
tbat promised to extinguish all other trade. Rich cargoes traveled 
back and forth under the American fiag comparable in value to the 
Spanish treasure ships of the sixteenth century. The Barbary corsairs, 
who for over two centuries bad been confined to tbe Mediterranean by 
the Spanish and Portuguese at Gibraltar, were in need of prey. The 
corsairs turned loose on the defenseless American merchant marine. 
All the great nations of E'urope were paying these corsairs tribute. 
Then in 1794 their arrogance and the boldness of their depredations 
caused us to build the frigate Constitution and five sister ships. In 
1804 the CoJtBtitution, commanded by Commodore Edward Preble, after 
five bombardments of tbe forts at Tripoli, exacted peace and stopped 
the tl'ibute that we bad been paying to tbe corsair states. 

Perhaps there is no more thrilling or dramatic incident in tbe history 
of our American Navy than the Philadelphia affair in Tripoli. The 
Philadelphia, a sister ship which bad run aground in the uncharted 
seas, w.as captured by tbe pirates and her crew made prisoners. Under 
the guns of the Tripolitan ,forts Stephen Decatur witb a picked crew, 
.some of whom were from the Constitution, sailed alongside the Philadel
phia in a ketch, made fast, and in hand-to-hand confiict they killed or 
drove overboard into tbe sea all of the pirates, burned the ship, and 
then sailed out of port without the loss of .a man. Lord Nelson, tbe 
British naval hero, characterized it as "the deed of the century." 

BUILT TO FIGHT OR RUN 

The building of the Constitutwn and her sister ships marked tbe 
greatest single advance in naval construction for a century, and they 
held an undisputed preeminence in tbe frigate class until 1840. They 
were designed to be superior to any frigate afloat and equal to double
deck ships in heavy weather when the lower deck ports of the latter 
bad to be closed. They were built to .fight or run, depending on the 
enemy encountered, to which forethought the Constitution owes her long 
career, for she escaped from British squadrons on three separate occa
sions. Yankee ingenuity and sea sense built ships which, in the War 
of 1812, were to literally save the Union of American States and to 
establish our sovereign rights at sea by a series of unexpected victories 
over the frigates of England, whose ships had defeated the frigates of 
every other maritime nation. 

The Revolutionary War won for us our independence on the American 
continent, but we bad yet to win our independence on the sea. Insult 
to our fiag and aggression on our sea-borne commerce, the greatest fac
tor in our growing wealth, bad been our fate ever since Cornwallis 
surrendered. Over 12,000 free Ame1ican seamen bad been taken from 
under our tlag by the press gangs. 

Madison declared war against England in .July, 1812, as a last e::ms
perated protest against tbe ind1gnitles heaped upon our ambassadors, 
the impressment of over 12,000 seamen, and for our rights upon the sea. 
Our Navy consisted of five frigates and a few smaller ships, against 
which over 200 British warships out of England's 1,000 sail were avail
able on our coast. 

Being unprepared on sea or land, things went against us from tbe 
start. So great was the fear of England's Navy that tbe Cabinet at 
first considered keeping our handful of frigates in port. A group of 
naval captains, unafraid and ready to fight, persuaded tbe Secretary 
of the Navy to let them get to sea. 

Dllli'&AT Oli' "GUERRIERE" 

Fearing that the Secretary of the Navy could not be persuaded in 
allowing biro to proceed to sea, Captain Hull sailed without orders, for 
he realized the gravity of the situation on land. On August 2 be set 
sail with the Constitution and stood to the eastward. 

On August 19 she sighted the Guerriere and bore down toward her 
at once. There was long-range firing, during which little damage was 
done, and then tbe Constitution closed and exchanged broadsides within 
pistol sbot. The sea was very rough, but the American aim was deadly. 
The G-tu~rriere's mizzenmast went by the board, .and Hull luffed under 
his enemy's bow and raked her, then wore and raked her again. So 
near were the two ships now that they fouled, and a line was secured 
between them by the executive officer of the Constitution. Boarders 
were called away on the Guerriere, but recoiled before the mass of sea
men on the American ship. 

The rough sea .forced the ships apart, and as they separated the fore
mast and the mainmast of the Guerriere went by the board, so that 
she rolled a helpless hulk upon the waves. Hull drew oil', repaired the 
damages, and bore down again, when the Guerriere struck her flag. 
The Constitution lost 14 killed and wounded; the Guerriere lost 79. 
Sbe was. set on fire and blown up. America bad proven that, ship for 
ship, there was nothing to fear. 

" HER SIDES ARE MADE OF IRON " 

During the excitement of tbe battle one of the largest shot tbe enemy 
could command struck the side of the Oonstitutian, but tbe plank was 
so bard tbe sbot fell out and sank in the waters. This was noticed by 
the men; and the cry : 

"Huzza, her sides are · made of iron ! See the shot fall out! " 
From that moment the name of the Constitution was garnished with 

tbe colorful title of "Old Ironsides." 
Captain Dacres, of tbe Guerriere, some montbs previous to tbe open

ing of tbe war in a conversation with Captain Hull bad bet him a bat 
that any British frigate could beat any American frigate afioat. After 
be boarded tbe Cottstitution, be offered his sword to Captain Hull, who, 
as be refused it, said, "Captain, you owe me a bat." The gallant 
Dacres bad forgotten tbe incident, but when reminded be agreed to pay 
the wager. 

In order to comprehend the exultation over tbe victory it is neces
sary only to consider tbe state of the country, and especially the utter 
discouragement of the port from which the Constitution bad sailed. 
Tbe summer of 1812 bad presented a gloomy outlook. There was lack 
of sympathy with the war, in New England even talk of secession and 
a dismal prediction of disaster served only to intensify tbe feeling. It 
was the gloomiest period in tbe history of the young Republic. Affairs 
bad not gone well on land and the campaign against Upper Canada bad 
praven a failure. General Hull's surrender on land had occurred only 
a few days before Capt. Isaac Hull's triumph on the sea. 

The morale of tbe country was at its lowest ebb when the Constitution 
sailed into Boston Harbor with flags fiying and tbe story of her wonder
ful victory over the G-uerrl.ere was told ; Captain Hull and his officers 
were received with open arms, and from one end to the other of the 
13 States swept the news of this victory and awakened renewed vigor 
of the whole country in their war with the British: 

SPELL WAS BROKEN 

The spell of English superiority at sea was broken. We were not 
absolutely impotent after all, even against the greatest sea power of 
the world, and ship for ship we bad nothing to fear. Nothing was 
expected of the Navy. Here was something over which all sections 
could rejoice, from which all people could unite, and it belonged to 
the country as a whole. The victory came at a psychological moment, 
and overnight it electrified the people and gave them tbe stimulus tbat 
was needed. Without this victory the future of the Republic would have 
been bard to foretell. 

Within three months while Commodore William Bainbridge in com
mand of the Constitution was cruising off the South American coast, 
where be went to destroy British shipping, be sighted the English 
frigate Java. In a few hours the deadly accurate fire from "Old Iron-
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sides" had reduced the Java to a mass of wreckage, and, after her crew 
was taken aboard. she was sunk. Captain Lambert, commander of the 
Java, was mortally wounded and later died at Bahia, Brazil. 

The Oonstitution's last exploit of that war was a cruise in 1815 under 
Capt. Charles Stewart, which concluded with the capture, single handed, 
of the frigate ovane and sloop of war Le·vant off th-e island of Madeira. 
The success of the war can not be attributed to one frigate, yet the 
Oonstitution inflicted by far the major part of the damage to British 
armed ships. She, more than any other American vessel, was instru
mental in exploding the boast made by a British poet of the period : 

" The winds and seas are Britain's wide domain 
And not a sail without permission spreads." 

Her greatest achievement, however, lay not in her conquests but in 
the moral efl'ect which her victories had upon the country, serving as 
they did to unite opposing factions and territories in a feeling of 
national pride and unity of purpose. 

SAVED BY POEM " OLD ffiONSlDES " 

.After the war she served for a period of five years as flagship of 
the Mediterranean Squadron. In 1830 she was condemned by the 
naval commissioners as unseaworthy and ordered to be broken up. 
Oliver Wendell Holmes's poem Old Ironsides so aroused public senti
ment that the Navy Department ordered the ship to be rebuilt at Boston. 

OLD IRONSIDES 

Ay, tear her tattered ensign down! 
Long bas it waved on high, 

And many an eye has danced to see 
That banner in the sky; 

Beneath it rung the battle shout, 
And burst the cannon's roar; 

The meteor of the ocean air 
Shall sweep the clouds no more. 

Her deck once red with heroes' blood, 
Where knelt the vanquished foe, 

When winds were hurrying o'er the flood, 
And waves were white below, 

No more shall feel the victor's tread, 
Or know the conquered knee ; 

The harpies of the shore shall pluck 
The eagle of the sea ! 

Oh, better that her shattered hulk 
Should sink beneath the wave; 

Her thunders shook the mighty deep, 
.And there should be her grave; 

Nail to the mast her holy flag, 
Set every threadbare sail, 

And give her to the god of storms, 
The lightning and the gale ! 

From 1860 to 1871 the OonstUuticm was used as the school ship of 
the United States Naval Academy. In 1878 she made her last crui1>e 
carrying the United States' exhibit to the Paris exposition. For many 
years she was used as a receiving ship at Portsmouth, N. H. 

In 1897 she was towed to Boston for her own centennial and has 
remained there since that date. On one occasion it was proposed to 
use her as a target for the ships of the Atlantic Fleet. This elictted a 
stor·m of protest, and Congress appropriated $100,000 for partial repair. 
She lies to-day alongside the dock in Boston Navy Yard in use as a 
naval museum. 

WHAT THJl u CONSTITUTION " SYMBOLIZES 

The Constitution stands for a great deal in the hearts of the American 
,people. After 120 years' existence she is a most beautiful and pic
turesque survivor of the bygone days of sail. Built mainly through 
Washington's efforts, she has served under every President since. Just 
think. from Washington to Hoover ! She had an invaluable moral 
eirect in inspiring the Nation with a sense of union and in giving us 
standing in the eyes of the world. In 1802 we went to war with 
Tripoli because of the piratical attacks made upon our commerce; in 
1812 we went to war for "free trade and sailors' rights"; and in 1917 
we declared war on Germany because of her destruction of neutral 
shipping. In each case the principle involved was freedom of the seas, 
and in two of these wars the 0Dn8titution played a leading part. She ts 
thus representative of a principle for which America has three times 
drawn the sword, emblematic of an ideal which is world-wide in its 
scope. "Old Ironsides" stands as a living and appropriate symbol of 
American freedom of the sea. 

DATA ON THE " CONSTITUTION 11 

1794: Keel laid at Hartt's Shipyard, Boston. Designed by Joshua 
Humphries, of Philadelphia, on new lines based on those of the fast 
French frigates. Carried very large amount of sail and a very heavy 
battery of 24-pounders on gun deck, which were unusually high above 
the water line, so that the guns could be fought in heavy weather. 

Eigtiteen-pounders were the usual gun on frigates of the period. Was 
175 feet on water line and truck of mainmast was over 200 feet from 
water line. Very heavy timbers were used, many of which have sur
vived to the present day. Hull lines were very fine under water and 
much like the present racing yachts. Her heavy sides and maneuvering 
ability under sail brought her out of four engagements scarcely damaged. 
though the two frigates she fought were both dismasted and sunk. 
Copper bolts and sheathing were made by Paul Revere. First flag of 15 
stars and 15 stripes made by Betsy Ross. Built of live oak, yellow 
pine, and cedar from trees selected while still standing in the forest. A 
perfect example of shipbuilding, in which no expense was spared to 
obtain the best possible. 

1797, October 21: Launched on third attempt. 
1798 : In commission. Took part in suppressing French privateers in 

West Indies. 
1804 : Bombarded forts at Tripoli, maneuvering under sail in small 

and crowded harbor. Forced peace without further tribute on four 
corsair states and liberated 115 American prisoners in slavery. 

1812-1815 : Captured Guerriere, Java, Pictou, Cyane, and Levant, and 
15 other ships, breaking the tradition of British supremacy at sea and 
turning the tide of defeat into final victory, resulting in American inde
pendence on sea. 

1821-1858·: Mediterranean station, African coast, suppressing slave 
trade, around the world cruise, and Pacific station. 

1861-1870 : Naval Academy training ship. 
1879 : Paris exposition. 
1882 : Receiving ship at Portsmouth Navy Yard. 
1897: Towed to Boston on centennial of launching. 
1925--1930: Restored at Boston Navy Yard. 

MESSAGE I'ROM THE PRESIDENT 

Sundry messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House by Mr. Latta, one of 
his secretaries, who also informed the House that on the follow
ing dates the President approved and signed bills of the House 
of the following titles : 

On March 21, 1930: 
H. J. Res. 205. Joint resolution to provide for the expenses of 

participation by the United States in the International Fur 
Trade Exhibition and Congress to be held in Germany in 1930; 
and 

H. R. 8423. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Minnesota, or any political subdivision thereof, to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Topeka, Minn. 

On March 26, 1930: 
H. R. 9979. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 

deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1930, and prior fiscal years, to provide urgent sup
plemental appropriations for the fiseal years ending June 30, 
1930, and June 30, 1931, and for other purposes. 

On March 28, 1930: 
H. R. 8705. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 

State of illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Rock River at or near Prophetstown, Ill. ; 

H. R. 8706. An act to legalize a bridge across the Pecatonica 
River at Freeport, Ill. ; 

H. R. 8970. An act granting the consent of Oongres to the 
State of Illinois to construct a bridge across the Little Calumet 
River on Ashland Avenue near One hundred and thirty-fourth 
Street, in Cook County, State of Illinois; 

H. R. 8971. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Illinois to widen, maintain, and operate the existing 
bridge across the Little Calumet River on Halsted Street near 
One hundred and) forty-fifth Street, in Cook County, State of 
Illinois; 

H. R. 8972. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Illinois to construct a bridge across the Little Calumet 
River on Ashland A venue near One hundred and fortieth Street, 
in Cook County, State of Illinois; and 

H. R 11045. An act to increase the appropriation for the acqui
sition of a site for the new House Office Building. 

On March 31, 1930: 
H. R. 3657. An act to quiet title and possession with respect to 

certain lands in Ouster C-ounty, Nebr. ; and 
H. R. 6120. An act to amend the act entitled "An act to provide 

for the construction of certain public buildings, and for other 
purposes," app_roved May 25, 1926 (44 Stats. 630) ; the aet en
titled "An act to amend section 5 of the act entitledi 'An act to 
provide for the construction of certain public buildings, and for 
other purposes,' approved May 25, 1926," dated February 24, 
1928 { 45 Stats. 137) ; and the act entitled "An act authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to acquire certain lands within the 
District of Columbia to be used as space for public buildings," · 
approved January 13, 1928 ( 45 Stats. 51). 
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PROMOTION 01!' PEACE, EQUALIZATION OJ!' THE BURDENS AND 

MINIMIZATION OF THE PROFITS OF WAR 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Rules, I call up House Joint Resolution No. 25.1. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SNELL] calls up House Joint Resolution 251 "S.S a 
privileged resolution. I make the point of order, for the pur
pose of having a ruling by the Chair, that it is not privileged; 
and if the Chair will bear with me for a few minutes, I would 
like to be heard. 

The SPE AKER. Tbe Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, the resolution provides for 
the appointment of a commission to make an investigation. 
This resolution might with consistency have been referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs under the rules of the House. 
The mere fact that the resolution providing for the appoint
ment of a commission was referred to the Committee on Rules 
does not give it a privileged status. I would like to direct the 
attention of the Chair to the character of bills and rules that 
are given a privileged status when reported from the Commit
tee on Rules. Subparagraph 45 of Rule XI is the rule that 
pertains, I believe. That rule reads : 

The following-named committees shall have leave to report at any 
time on the matters herein stated, namely : The Committee on Rules on 
rules, joint roles, and order of business. 

Those are the three distinct matters of legislation that the 
Committee on Rules is privileged to report. I respectfully sub
mit to the attention of the Chair tha t, if this resolution had 
provided for the appointment of a commission composed en
tirely of Army officers to make this investigation and to mo
bilize the industrial activities of the country and had been 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, it would not 
have been a privileged matter. 

A bill providing for the appointment of a commission, no 
matter how constituted, can not be considered as being a rule, 
a joint rule, nor can it be considered as an order of business. 
Therefore, where is the authority in the Committee on Rnles to 
bring this up as a privileged matter? 

:Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STAFFORD. I yield, with the consent of the Speaker. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Is it not evident that the 

reason for bringing this matter from the Rules Committee is to 
save the Committee on Military Affairs from embarrassing 
questions that may be asked of its members as to why, after 
having had this legislation before that committee since 1922, 
that committee has not been able to draft legislation, but has 
to bring in some outsiders to do it? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I am not qtUestioning the propriety of 
sending this to the Committee on Ru1es. The gentleman from 
South Dakota does not grasp the purport of my argument. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Tbe gentleman grasps it 
entirely but wanted simply to make those remarks. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If this had been referred to the Commit
tee on Military .Affairs it would not have received a privileged 
status any more than if it had been referred to the Committee 
on Rules. I am not questioning the propriety af sending it to 
the Committee on Rules, but, having been sent there, it 1s not 
given any privileged character, because the privileged character 
of the legislation and orders from the Committee on Rules is 
limited to three, as I said previonsly-rnles, joint rules, and 
order of business. 

I do not gainsay that the Committee on Rules may introduce 
a rule making this in order, but they have not done that, and 
the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Rules does not 
pretend that there is f! rule providing for its consideration. The 
gentleman calls up this bill as privileged. It was reported us 
privileged, but I contend very strenuously that it is nonprivi
leged In character. It rests with the Committee on Rules to 
bring tn a rule that would make it in order, but the bill in itself 
is not a privileged resolution. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STAFFORD. I yield, with the consent ot the Speaker. 
Mr. GARRETT. Referring to th€ embarrassing situation, re-

ferred to by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. JoHNSON] , 
of the Cmnmittee on Military Affairs, can the gentleman imagine 
that it would be any more embarrassing than the embarrass
ment the gentleman has experienced on legislation coming out 
of his committee in the last two sessions? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I lutve not been here, but I imagine the 
gentleman :from South Dakota [Mr. JoHNSoN], like all of us, 
has been embarrassed on legislati-ve matters on occasions, but 
this is a matter that pertains to the legislative integrity of the 
House, when a matter has been referred to the Committee on 
Rules, whether, ipse dixit, tbat of itself gives it a privileged 

character, when they are restr~tned under the rules of the 
Honse to three characters of legislation, namely, rules, joint 
rules, and order of business. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, this is a question that has been 
brought up in the Honse a great many times, and, as far as I 
am able to remember, every time a resolution of this kind has 
been considered, it was a special rule. We pro.pose setting up 
a special committee to do a. special piece of work, and that 
comes under the general provision of the rules, because it is a 
change of the rules for a specific purpose. And when a propo
sition of this kind has been before tile House it has always been 
considered a privileged proposition and brought up in this 
manner. As far as I know, there has never been any decision 
a gainst that, and I believe it is entirely in accordance with 
the rules, because we are changing the rules for a specific pur
pose, namely, to set up a special committee to do a special piece 
of work. As far as I know, all tile decisi<>ns have been to the 
effect that such matters are privileged to come from the Com
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. STAFF'ORD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNELL. Certainly. 
Mr. STAFF'ORD. The gentleman does not mean to contend 

in seriousness that this commission is a committee of the House? 
Mr. SNELL. It has been considered practically the same 

thing. We are setting up a special committee. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Other committees bring in bills for the 

appointment of commissions, but the mere fact that this reso
lution was referred to the Committee on Rules does not change 
the eharacter of the legislation. The resolution does not pro
vide for a committee of tw House but for a commission. The 
Committee on Ways and Means, the Committee on Appropria
tions, the Committee on Agriculture may bring in bills providing 
for the appointment of commissions, but that does not make the 
bllls privileged. There is nothing in the rules of the House 
which makes a biD privileged simply because it has been re
ferred to the Com.mittee on Rules. That does not give a bill any 
special standing or significance. 

Mr. SNELL. I do not claim that to be the fact. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I thought that was the burden of the 

gentleman's argument. 
:Mr. SNELL. No; it is not. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I would like to have the gentleman point 

me to some precedent or ruling to that effect 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. If the gentleman will permit, was the 

joint resolution in regard to the public lands of the country 
considered a pri-vileged resolution or did that eome in under a 
rnle? I think the commission provided for in that resolution is 
analogous to the commission created in this resolution. 

Mr. SNELL. At this time I do not remember because there 
have been so many. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That was a rather recent matter and I 
think it came in under a rule; I am quite sure it did. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman will permit further, can 
the gentleman, who has such a wide acquaintance with the 
precedents and rules of the House, cite one instance where this 
question has been called to the attention of the Speaker for a 
ruling? This resolution might have gone through to-day by 
acquiescence if a point of order had not been raised. The mere 
fact that on prior occasions the gentleman may have presented 
a similar bill would not make it of sueh a standing that it 
would be considered a precedent. 

Mr. SNELL. That is the understanding I have had, and they 
have all gone through in that way. Let the Chair rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to rule. The Chair 
has not the slightest doubt that this joint resolution is brought 
before the House in the proper way. It has been the common 
practice of the present occupant of the Chair, and I think of 
many of his predecessors. to invariably refer bills and joint 
resolutions which create a joint commission, partly consisting 
of Members of the House, to the Committee on Rnles. There 
is no other committee to which they could possibly go. Where 
a bill or resolution is reported by the committee having juris
diction, the Committee on Rules, and the bill or resolution in
volves the ereation of a joint committee, which is in itself a 
quasi legislative committee, the Ohair believes it comes before 
the House properly and is privileged. It is a change in the 
rules in so fa.r as it permits and provides that Members of the 
House shall serve on the commission which it creates. There
fore the Chair overrnles the point of order. 
· Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Hause resolve 

itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of House Joint Resolution 251, 
to promote peace and to equalize the burdens and to minimize , 
the profits of war. Pending that motion, I would like to make · 
an agreement with the gentleman from North Carolina as to the 
time to be used in general debate. 
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Mr. BANKHF....AD. Mr. Speaker, in the absence of the gentle

man from North Oarolina, who has asked me to temporarily take 
charge of this phase of the matter, the gentleman from North 
Carolina Btated to me that he has requests on this side for 80 
minutes. 

Mr. L AGUARDIA. Does that take care of Members on this 
side who are opposed to the resolution? 

Mr. POU. No. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. You had better put me down for 10 or 

15 minutes. 
Mr. SNELL. I am going to take care of both sides. I am 

going to yield time equally to both sides as far as that is con
cerned. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that general 
debate be limited to three hours, one-half to be controlled by the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pou] and one-half by 
myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of House 
Joint Resolution 251. Pending that motion the gentleman asks 

. unanimous consent that the time for general debate be limited 
to three hours, one half to be controlled by himself and the 
other half by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pou]. 
I s there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The question is on the · motion of the gentleman from New 
York. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. HuDDLESTON) there were-ayes 190, noes 4. 

l\Ir. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on 
the ground of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 
Two hundred and fifty-five Members are present; a quorum. 

So the motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera
tion of House Joint Resolution 251, to promote peace and to 
equalize the burdens and to minimize the profits of war, with 
Mr. SIMMONS in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of House Joint Resolution 251, which the Clerk will report by 
title. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolution. 
l\ir SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I · ask unanimous consent that 

the .fi.rst ·reading of the resolution be dispensed with. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 

unanimous consent that the first reading of the resolution be 
dispensed with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to make a short 

statement relative to this resolution. I want to get before the 
committee the only purpose there is in the resolution, and in 
order that the Members may understand it, I will read the first 
seven lines of the resolution, which state the real purpose: 

That a commission is hereby created to study and consider the 
feasibility of equalizing the b-urdens and to minimize the profits of 
wn.r, together with a study of policies to be pursued in event of war, 
so as to empower the President immediately to mobilize all the re
sources of the country. 

This general proposition has been before the House of Repre
sentatives for the last 10 years. As you all know, immediately 
after the late war, there were a great many people in this 
country, and from various p~nts of the country, who thought 
the burdens of the war had been unevenly distributed among 
our people. As an outcome of this feeling they suggested that 
Congress make some study of the whole proposition to see if it 
were feasible in any way to more equally distribute these 
burdens and to a certain extent take profits out of war. 

As far as I am personally concerned, I do not know whether 
this resolution will accomplish anythirig or not, but the Rules 
Committee could not see any reason why a study and investigu

. tion of a problem that meant so much to the people of the 
whole country should not be made, and this is the reason they 
are reporting tbe resolution to the House at the present time. 

Certain organizations, like the American Legion, are very 
vitally interested in the matter. They feel it is the most defi
nite move this country can possibly make for the continued 
peace of the world. There are other organizations, like · union 
labor, that are opposed to it, and the only thing we are present
ing h ere at this time is to set up a committee or ~ commission to 
study the feasibility of the whole proposition. 

Whether it can be ·done or not, I am not able to say at the 
pre;~ent time, but I do' say that I can see no reason wby a com~ 
prehensive study of the whole question should not be made, and 
that is all that is intended by tile resoluti-on. 

M.r. BURTNESS. Will the gentleman yield for a, question? 
Mr. SNELL. Yes. 
Mr~ BURTNESS. Pl'imarily this commission is intended t& 

report back such recommendations as it may reach with refer
ence to legislation or with reference to the subject in general I 
take it? ' 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. . 
Mr. BURTNESS. When the commission is primarily estab

lished for that purpose, I am wondering if it would not be well 
for a majority of the members of the commission to be Members 
of Congress rather than a minority. Of course, tbiB is a minox-
detail. · 

Mr. SNELL. There are arguments both ways on that. I 
doubt if it makes any difference at the present time. This com
mission reports to the President and in turn the President sends 
the report to Congress, so we get the subject matter before us, 
and if there are any recommendations we can act on them or not 
at our pleasure. 

Mr. BURTNESS. I do not know that my point is important. 
but I do feel that when commissions are appointed, which are 
primarily intended to deal with legislative matters, it might be 
considered good practice to obtain a majority of the members of 
such commissions from the membership of the House and the 
Senate. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman from New York 
yield? 

Mr. SNELL. I yield to the gentleman from Virginia. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. If the measure is to be adopted and 

members of the Cabinet are to be included in the membership 
of the commission, does not the gentleman think that in view of 
the fact there will undoubtedly be very difficult legal questions 
to consider, the Attorney General should be named as one of the 
member of the commi sion? 

Mr. SNELL. Well, I had not thought of that and I do not 
know that I have any special wishes one way or the other. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNELL. I yield. 
Mr. KINCHELOE. I have not looked the matter up, but I 

take it the gentleman knows whether the conscription measure 
which we passed during the war was a war measure or is still a 
statute. 

Mr. SNELL. As far as I know, it has never been repealed. 
Mr. KINCHELOE. The gentleman, then, has not looked up 

that question so as to be sure? 
1\Ir. GREEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNELL. Yes. 
Mr. GREEN. A majority of the members of this commission 

will be members of the Congress, will they not? 
Mr. SNELL. No; there are five members of the Cabinet, five 

members from the outside, so that the membership will be 10 
to 8. 

Mr. GREEN. A majority of the members would consist of 
those who are now a part of the Government? 

l\Ir. SNELL. There are to be five members of the Cabinet, 
five from the outside, not connected with the Government, four 
from the House and four from the Senate. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the· balance of my time and yield 20 
minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. WAINWRIGHT]. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to urge the pas
sage of this joint resolution. 

It is profoundly gratifying to me that the distinguished chair
man of the Committee on Rules [Mr. SNELL] bas been moved 
to introduce this resolution so similar to one that I have intro
duced in both this and the last Congress, and it must be gratify
ing to the gentleman from South Carolina [1\Ir. McSWAIN], who 
introduced and had pending a similar resolution in the Sixty
eighth and Sixty-ninth Congresses. 

The purpose of this resolution is to find the way to put into 
effect in time of war the so-called "universal draft." It pro· 
poses to create a commission "to study and consider the feasi
bility of equalizing the burdens and minimizing the profits of 
war, together with a study of policies to be pursued in the event 
of war." The principle of the universal draft, so termed, has 
enlisted well-nigh universal popular approvaL It mMns that on 
the outbreak of war all the resources of the Nation, human as 
well as material, shall be forthwith at the disposal of the Gov
ernment. It embodies a principle of military, economic, and 
social justice that our experience in the last war has well estab
lished. 

A measure such as here contemplated has been recommended 
to Congress by two Presidents, Harding and Coolidge; has been 
the subject of platform declarations of both the Republican a~d 
Democratic Parties at their national conventions; is advocated 
hy ·most ·of the men still living who guided and developed our 
industrial effort in the Great War; has had universal approval 
in the press and from leaders of public opinion. Let us con-
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sider some of the great lessons taught by our experience in that 
war which lead us toward the universal draft in time of war . 
. First. That in order to wage a major war successfully, it is 

-necessary to mobilize not only an army but the whole Nation 
as well. As Kipling put it, " It is not the individual or the army 
as a whole, but the everlasting teamwork of every bloomin' 
soul " that wins the war. 

Second. That to keep down the cost ot war and avoid unfair
ness and inequality in sharing its grievous burden, all profiteer
ing must be prevented, and the price of everything, including 
labor, stabilized at the outset and dl·astically :regulated and con
trolled throughout the war. 

Third. That the prompter and more united the efforts, the 
more effectively can be struck the blows that will bring an early 
victory. 

Fourth. That the temper and morale of the people, particu
larly of the fighting forces, so necessary to victorious effort, 
will be kept on a high plane, it the burdens of war can be equally 
apportioned without favoritism or special privilege. · 

Fifth. That the more universally and equally the war is 
brought home to, and its burden cast upon every citizen, the 
less lightly will the country be disposed to enter upon a war. 

In our wars there has always been an inequality and injus
tice in the way the burdens were imposed-falling heavily on 
some, lightly on others-some suffering severely, others profiting 
inordinately. War profiteering on the part of some has dimmed 
the luster of our arms, the glory ot victory in every war we 
have fought. 

It was President Harding who first called attention to this 
inequality in the noble words of his inaugural address. Be 
said: 

If, despite this attitude, war is again forced upon us, I earnesUy hope 
a way may be found which will unify our individual and collective 
strength and eonsecrate all America, materially and spirttually, body 
and soul, to the national defense. I can vision the ideal Republic where 
every man and woman is called under the flag for assignment to duty, 
for whatever service, military or civil, the individual is best fitted; 
where we may call to universal service every plant, agency, or facility, 
all in the sublime sacrifice for country ; and not one penny of war profit 
shall inure to the benefit of private individual. corporation, or combina
tion, but all above the normal shall flow into the defense chest of the 
Nation. There is something inherently wrong, something out of aceord 
with the ideal of republican democracy, where one portion of our citizens 
turns its activity to personal gain amid defensive war while another 
is fighting, sacrificing, or dying for national preservation. • • • 
That then we would have little or no disorgan:izatlon <lf economic and 
industrial and C()lDDlercial systems at home, no staggering war debts, 
no swollen fortunes to flout the sacrifices of our soldiers, no excuse for 
sedition, no pitiable slackerism, no outrage of treason_ 

And in his message to Congress December 8, 1922, he declared : 
The proposed survey of a plan to draft all the resources of the Re

public, human and material, for national defense may well have your 
approval. I commended such a program in case of future war in my 
inaugural address of March 4, 1921, and every example in the adjust
ment and liquidation of war claims and the settlement of war obligations 
persuades me we ought to be prepared for such universal call to armed 
forces. 

In other words, be was then, 1n e1Iect, urging the very inquiry 
proposed by this resolution. 

I repeat that it is a great gratification to me that the chair
man of the Rules Committee has seen fit to introduce under his 
own name a resolution practically identical with mine. 

Mr. SNELL. If the gentleman will yield, I desire to state 
before the House that I claim no authorship of this resolution. 
I redrafted it and presented it, but it belongs to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. WAINWRIGHT]. 

Mr. wAINWRIGHT. It does not belong to me any more 
than it does to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Mo
Sw.AIN] who had an identical resolution pending in the House 
for two years. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota and Mr. HUDDLES'l'ON 
rose. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I can not yield further, my time is so 
limited. 

In October, 1922, the American Legion at its national conven
tion adopted a plan for universal conscription, as it was called, 
which was the subject of a bill introduced in this House shortly 
afterwards by the distinguished gentleman trom South Dakota 
[Mr. JoHNSON], which bill has been pending in Congress, with 
the backing of the American Legion, till in the last Congress, 
apparently recognizing the manifold difficulties, legal, consti
tutional, and otherwise, that inhered in the plan, the Legion 
transferred its support to the resolution introduced by me in 
the last nnd in this Congress, which serves as a basis tor the 

one we are now considering, and is pressing insistently now for 
the adoption of this resolution. 

The Jo~nson bill, which I have no doubt the gentleman from 
South Dakota will bring to your attention and urge upon you in 
preference to this resolution before the conclusion of this de
bate, is a brief measure authorizing the President to draft the 
man power and material resources of the Nation and to stabilize 
prices upon a declaration of war. It embodies a grant of sweep
ing and enormous power. Perhaps it is all that is required. 
But the difficulty has been that many hesitate or oppose such 
action without greater study or deliberation than the subject 
has thus far received or until it can be studied in all its aspects 
ns proposed by this resolution. 

The Democratic platform of 1924 carried this plank: 
In the event of war, in which the man power is drafted, all other 

resources should likewise be drafted. This will tend to discourage war 
by depriving it of its profits. 

And the Republican platform in the same year this one : 
We believe that in the time o! war the Nation should draft for its 

defense not only its citizens but also every other resource which may 
contribute to success. The country demands that should the United 
States ever again be called upon to defend itself by arms the President 
is empowered to draft such material :resources and such services as may 
be required, and to stabilize the priees of services and ~sential com
modities, whether utilized in actual warfare or private activity-

Which plank was repeated in the platform of 1928. The an
nual message to Congress in December, 1925, of President 
Coolidge contained this declaration ; 

A sound selective service act giving broad authority for the mobiliza
tion in time of peril of all the . resources of the country, both persons 
and materials, is needed to perfect our defensive policy in accordance 
with our ideals of equality. 

It should be interesting for us to have the views on this great 
subject of the one who is now our President. I quote from a 
letter written to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Mc
Sw .AIN] when the matter was under consideration of the Mili
tary Affairs Committee in 1924: 

MY DEA.R CONGil.ESSMAN : I have been informed that you desire to 
have my opinion on the bill you introduced in respect to organizati{)n 
and mobilization of industry and the civil population, generally, in war. 
I am in tlnn agreement with two principles you have under considera
tion ; first, to blot out any expectation or realliation of a profit as 
the result of war; and. second, to be forehanded in organization. 

Be then proceeded to discuss the administrative features re
quired and ended with this profoundly interesting statement : 

I would suggest that from a legal point of view a general clause 
should be added to the bill giving a blanket authority to the President 
to fix prices, wages, transportation charges, compensations, embargoes 
on imports and exports, to exercise war powers of requisition under 
circumstances that 75 per cent of the estimated value may be paid and 
the balance determined by the courts in case of disagreement; suspend 
habeas corpus and generally complete an absolute authority in all 
ramifications over the whole civilian life with the provision that he may 
delegate these authorities through the various agencies. War is an 
unhappy business, and the great bulk of our ordinary safeguards of life 
must be forgotten, and the more evident it is that the whole Nation 
will be put in the storm and made to bear its share of the sacrifice 
the less likely we a1·e to go to war. 

And he called attention in his testimony before the com
mittee to the British Defense of the Realm act, which had been 
prepared long before the war and was put instantly in opera
tion, conferring the most complete powers ever conferred upon 
a government. 

And here, now, we are offered the opportunity to finally give 
effect to all such declarations and recommendations and to be 
:prepared in this full manner in the event of the calamity of an· 
other war. This measure, in its contingent aspect, far tran
scends in importance the measures with which we are usually 
called upon to deal. It is 10 years since our last .Great War 
ended. Year by year its lessons and experiences are receding 
farther and farther into the past, the participants in the great 
drama growing fewer and older, and it is losing its importance 
as a subject of public discussion or consideration. Yet in the 
interest of the national defense, in the interest of due prepara
tion for the next great war, whenever sooner or later that great 
affliction and emergency shall come upon us, what could be 
more important than the purpose of this resolution? If. the 
measure it contemplates is adopted, it will mean that when we 
go to war everybody and everything needed will go in the war. 
Property, capital, and industry will be drawn upon on the same 
terms, .so far as practicable as we draw upon the young man
hood of the Nation. No holding back on account of wealth or 
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position so far as humanly possible, so far as it can be avoided, 1 What we are proposing is to write this authority into the law to' 
no slackers, no inequalities, no special or financial advantage to avoid any question of the validity of its exercise. 
anyone who is held out of the :fighting forces for service deemed W e entered th~ last war absolutely unprepared, with no ade- • 
in his case more useful. Also, so far as practicable, equality of quate law on the books to meet the needs of the great military 
compensation for the man with the rifle and the man in com- and naval effort required. We at once went to conscription or 
merce, business, or industry; all of :fighting age put on absolute the draft of man power, but it was many months before ade
equality and used where their service can best be applied; no quate provision was made for the equipment of our forces, and 
superior advantage to the man who is permitted to stay at home, then, as we a ll know, the war was practically over before the 
no matter what his condition in life. To show the way to ac- supplies came through in the mass or quantity required. Mo
complish all this or as much as is reasonably and legally pos- bilization of man power proved comparatively easy, but the 
sible under our system of government will be the supreme task mobilization of industry and resources proved a herculean task, 
of this commission. bristling with unforeseen problems and difficulties. 

It was John .Adams who said: "The nation~l defense is the Let me mention some of the elements it was found necessary to 
cardinal du~ of the statesman." . . control and coordinate, and as to which it was found necessary 

That duty IS ever present, no matter how remote the possibility to establish priorities: Raw materials, foreign commerce, prices, 
of war. .And so this measure is within the scope of our ever- food, power, capital, labor, transportation, communications. All 
present duty. . . " . of these were controlled during the World War, but the con-

From the standpornt of the national defense, the umversal trois were only developed from the s tern exiooencies of the 
draft," o~ "~iv'Srsal serv~ce,'' ~s President Harding w.as pleased situation as the war progressed, and became pos~ble mostly by 
to ter:zn 1t, Will pr~ve of mest~a~le advant~e. It IS hard :o reason of voluntary submission to the will of the Government. 
conce1ve of the nation or combination of natiOD8 that would re- The enormously increased cost ensuing from the lack of these 
sort to war with us with the full knowledge of the way this controls in the early stages of the war make it our duty now in 
great Nation would then go to war. . . . time of peace to provide that each of them shall become avail-

When we show the world how Amenca will go to war, if able in time of war. If the legislation here contemplated is 
war is for~ upon her again, the world will not be apt to want accomplished every necessary control can be made ready to go 
any war With us. . . . . into operation immediately. 

From the standpoint of soc1al and economic JUStice, there The national defense act as amended in 1920 as the result 
woul~ be no in~u~lit~ as in the last war; no cause for the of our war experience goes part of the way. It fixes the respon
burnmg. sense of IDJUStice and unfairness felt by .the men w~o sibility for the making of plans for the mobilization of material 
served m our armed forces at the ~act that while they weie and industrial organizations for war-time needs; it provides 
cal~ed upon to :fight and m~ybe to die, thousands of. others of for an eypansible organization of the Regular .Army, National 
their o~n ages were f!lttemng off the war and makrng profits Guard, and reserves, but it makes no provision for actually 
or earmng compensation greater than they ever had before mobilizing either the man power or the industrial resources. 
or than they ~ad any moral right to make. That should. all be It provides for the making of plans, but practically stops there. 
done away With-no more a dollar a day for the man I.n the We know that the successful waging of a great war requires the 
ranks and $40 a day for the man in indu~try; no n'SCesSity. or prompt mobilization not only of an army but of the whole nation 
reason for any demand after the war. to adJUSt t~e compen.sati~n as well. For almost 10 years we have waited to take the great 
of the one to the other. As President Harding said m his necessary steps contemplated by this measure. Let us wait no 
inaugural address: longer. We have not now even a selective draft act to provide 

There is something wrong with the demoeraey which sends its the man power and little of the necessary legislation which 
young men to war and at the same time gives their fellow countrymen our experience in the late war showed to be so vitally necessary 
the opportunity to make enormous profit. to meet the shock of another war. .Are we still to wait, as we 

It is to provide against that shocking inequality that we are did before, until we are actually at war to put ~e needed laws 
seeking to legislate or as President Coolidge said: upon the statute books or shall. ~~·. as far-seemg stat~smen, 

' under tOO greatest of our responsibilities, namely, to provide for 
There is little defense which can be made of a system which puts the defense of the Nation, do our part, take this step toward pro-

some men in the ranks on very small pay and leaves others undis- viding for this wise, practical, and neeessary measure of national 
turbed to reap very large profit. defense? 

From the standpoint of limiting the cost of war it should be In the lecture which he has been accustomed for some years 
profoundly effective. The cost of war, irrespective of the neces- to de'liver at the War College Mr. Baruch, than whom no man 
2ary toll in human life and suffering, is measured largely by in the country is better qualified to express a valuable opinion 
the duration of the conflict and the cost in prices exacted or on the subject, usually begins as follows: 
required to be paid for th~ materials and munitions to sustain 1 strongly recommend that legislation be put into eJ!ect that would 
and equip the armed forces for the fighting. In that we would give power to the President, in case of war or threatened war, to mobilize 
be better prepared, we should be able to force the issue and immediately the resources of the Nation. That would mean the mobili
brin"' the conflict to an earlier conclusion. In that we would 
be aoble to :fix or control and thus to stabilize prices we should zation of men, money, materials, and :foods, the fixing of all prices; 

that means labor also and the regulation and distribution of production. avoid for the first time in our history, the disgraceful profiteer-
ing and preying on the necessities of tlw Government and fellow 
countrymen, that have marred the otherwise creditable and 
glorious record of every war we have fought. The luster of 
the record of our fighting forces has been too often dimmed 
by the greed and avarice of many of those necessarily called 
on to supply their wants. .As President Coolidge also said : 

In the advent of war, power should be lodged somewhere for the 
stabilization of prices so far as that might be possible in justice to the 
country and tts defender!!. 

Thus being able to hold prices down to a reasonable level, by 
being able to stabilize prices, the ultimate cost of a war will be 
relatively kept down as it never in our history has been before. 

In discussing the result, if power and organization as con
templated had existed in the las t war, Bernard Baruch, who in 
the latter stages of the last war through the War Industries 
Board exercised the full power delegated to him by the Presi
dent, said at one of our hearings-

If such an organization, which we w~e approaching at the end of the 
war harl been put into effect at the beginning, the cost of the war, in 
my 'opinion, would have been not more than one-half of what it was, 
and there would not have been economic chaos and profiteering. 

It is true that in the last stages of the war the Government 
or the President was very nearly, through his War Industries 
Board and other controls, exercising the powers here contem
plated, but this was because of voluntary submission to. the 
:power and authority found neCessary, asserted, and exercised. 

On the question a.s to whether we should now undertake to 
legislate for the " unive~·sal draft" without any such prelimi
nary study and investigation as here proposed, I quote from a 
speech advocating such a commission made five years ago in 
this House by the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
RAMSEYER] as furnishing a fairly complete answer. He said: 

The conscription of all the reSOUl'ces of the Nation, both human and 
material, is a big and very complex proposition. It extends beyond the 
jurisdiction of any one of the standing committees of the Houses of 
Congress. It is a subject that covers every activity of the people
labor, agriculture, industry, finance, business, and others. The com
mittee or commission authorized to investigate tb~ subject should have 
wide powers, including the power to call before It the best experts in 
the country, both in and out of the Government serViee. To go into this 
question thoroughly will involve the expenditure of some money, which 
no committee of either House o.f Congress can do without special 
authorization. 

The bigness and complexity of the problem appear from an 
enumeratio-n of some of the questions which inhere in the prob
lem itself. For instance, how far can property, including 
capital, be taken or commandeered without full. compensation 
in the end, some time, and if not full compensation, what rule 
of value shall be applied when taken in or for war? How far 
can we wisely, prudently, or lawfnlly go in eliminating profits? 
What we must seek is constant maximum of production at 
lowest and unvarying prices. Can maximum of production be 
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achieved without reference to profit? Can all profit be ellmi~ 
nated without destroying the incentive to production? 

Shall regulation of profits be entirely through the medium of 
taxation or through a fixed percentage above actual cost, or 
partly by both? Can all be put on the same basis of compensa
tion as are the fighting _forces? Theoretically they may be, but 
practically can they be? And, if they can, should they be ; and, 
if not, how shall the compensation of those not in the fighting 
forces be regulated? These suggest but a few of the matters 
with whieh the commission must deal, and as to which they 
must find sensible and practicable conclusions. 

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Yes. 
Mr. TABER. On page 2, at the end of the first section, 

should there not be some language that would provide for the 
appointment of the commission by the President? 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I think there should be, and before 
we get through I think that provision should be made. I had 
already noted that omission. 

Mr. Chairman, because the ultimate effect of this resolution 
is so sound from the standpoint of national defense, because it 
is so desirable from the standpoint of minimizing the costs of 
war, because it is so just and fair from the standpoint of dis
tributing fairly the burden of war, because, and above all, it 
should be so effective in keeping us at peace and out of war, and, 
lastly, because of th€ patriotic impulse on which it rests and 
the weight of authority and sound judgment with which it 
comes to us, we should pass this resolution. 

To-day we may- be basking in the sunshine of peace and content: 
ment, but to-morrow we may be struggling in the throes of a 
bitter, bloody war. That is no trite sentiment, but the lesson 
which should have been burned into us by all the hi.sto-ry and 
experience of the past, to which history and experience we are 
no s_trangers. So it behooves us, ch~rged as _we are with a 
sacred trust, profiting from our recent experience, to make this 
provision for the national defense. [Applause.] 

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the gentle
man from Alabama [Mr. HunDLmsroN]. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON~ Mr. Chairman, this measure is not 
nearly so innocuous as the gentleman f:rom New York [Mr. 
SNELL] seems to think. To understand its true significance we 
must know something of _its genesis. _ 

Measures having for their purpose the canscrlptlon of property 
and labor for war have been pending before Congress tor some 
eight years. To know what is contemplated and what it is 
expected will result from this commission we must study these 
measures and see what they propose. 

The measure now before the House is designed as the entering 
wedge and as a basis for propaganda in behalf of the proposals . 
embraced in the previous bills. Members who are for the eon
scription of property and labor should be for this proposal. 
Those who are against such a radical purpose should be against 
this proposal. The time to put out a fire is when it starts. The 
time to scotch a snake is before it coils to strike. 

This measure would never have been here except for the 
championship of those like the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WAINWRIGHT], who has just taken his seat, who believes in the 
conscription of property andl labor. These forces have been 
behind it, and have been pushing it on in every possible way; 
they are behind it here to-day, and they will vote for it unani
mously. It is not study of the proposal which they desire, it is 
that it shall be pushed on to consummation and be ripened into 
the adamant of established law. 

':00 BE>EJJM THil UPUBLICAN CAJ[l>AIG.lf PLIIDGJII 

This resolution is no mere gesture, no mere passage in the 
air, it has a partisan political aspect, as I can readily recognize. 

To understand more fully what is behind it let us read an 
extract from the Republican platform of 1928. It will be found 
on page 10629 of the CoNGBBBSIONAL REcoRD of May 29, 1928. 
Here it is: 

We believe that ln time of war the Nation should draft for its 
defense not only its citizens but also every resouree which may con~ 

tribute to success. The country demands that l'lbould the United States 
ever again be called ovon to defend itself by arms, the President be 
empowered to draft eueh material resources and such services as may 

- be reqnired, and to stabilize the prices of services and essential com~ 
modities, w'hether utllized in actual wa~re or private actlvtty. 

Note its provisions carefully-the "President" is to do the 
drafting; the "President" is to have this deadly-power, and is 
to decide when it shall be exercised. Note again that " services " 
are to be drafted " services " ; to wit, labort and that this labor 
is to be "utilized" in "private activity." 

We are here to-day to redeem a Republican political cam- . 
paign promise. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Chairmant will the gentleman 
yield"? 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. No; the gentleman must excuse me. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I wanted to ask the gentleman what 

the Democratic platform of that same year said. 
Mr. HUDDLESTON. The people who wrote the Democratic 

platform in 1928 had sense enough to keep quiet on the subject. 
[Laughter.] In the 1924 platform the Democrats declared in 
favor of taking the profits out of war. They have never pro
posed the conscription of labor. 

I can conceive of a "regular" Republican feeling obligated 
to carry out his party's platform. It is the " regular " thing to 
do, but I can not coneeive of any real Democrat helping carry 
out a vicious and foolish plank of the Republican platform. 

li.A.RMLESS IN .APP1!1ARANCE, VICIOUS IN INTENT 

This resolution is well disguised. It looks quite harmless on 
its face. Its pretence is really to stUdy the question, to see 
whether it is feasible, and what ought to be done. That is the 
guise in which it ls put forward. What is really intended to be 
done, as we are bound to assume if the Republican control has 
the least vestage of honesty left, is to redeem the party's cam
paign promise. Unless Members are prepared to make good 
upon that campaign declaration, an affirmative declaration in 
behalf of the conscription of property and labor, property for 
both public and private use and labor for both publi~ and 
private indliStry-unless they are prepared to commit them
selves to that awful proposition, then the time to stop is now. 

That is what it really means. In considering this measure we 
should recognize that that is what is contemplated, and that 
this commission which is provided for will be composed of those 
who are utterly servile to the influence of the War and Navy 
Departments and will return to us with a bill which carries to 
its deadly fullness that which is proposed by this Republican 
declaration. It is our duty to consider this measure in the light 
of that which is contemplated and the purpose to be accom
plished and t'J visualize what will be the ultimate result. 

CONSCRIPTION NOT li'OR PUBLIC PUBPOSl!l BUT FOB PRIVA.Tlll PROII'I'l' 

Here is a proposal to conscript property for public use and for 
private use-to take property, not m·erely to devote it to the 
public service nor to use it for the direct purposes of war but 
to place it in tbe hands of selfish men for use in their private 
Industries-to put money in their pockets as a result of the 
conscription. 

In principle this is the most flagrant attack ever made within 
this Chamber upon the institution of private property. Gentle
men on the Republican side point to themselves and their party 
with pride as the defenders of private property. Now you pro
pose to strike down the sacredness which has hitherto attached 
to it and say that the owner of private property has no rights in 
it that the Government is bound to respect. 

A COMMUNISTIC PROPOB.AL 

This proposal, in so far as :tts principle is concerned, is essen- . 
tially communistic. No blatant red-eyed radical ever proposed I 
anything more destructive of the institution of private property. 
No Bolshevist in the confiscation_ of property in Russia ever 
proposed anything as radical as this. The confiscation of the 
most extreme communist has always been excused as being for 
the public good, for the general publie welfare, and as in the 
interest of society at large. Here is proposed a confiscation not 
solely in the public good, but which may be for private benefit. 
There ls an essential di:trerence. The Republicans call them
selves the champions ot private property and say they will 
defend it. Yet with this proposal they strike it down -and 
deal 1t a mortal blow. It is not an attack which comes from 
the body of the people, not an attack by the proletariat-by the 
vast propertyless class. It is not originated nor made by them. 
It is not an attack from below but 1s an attack from above. 
It is an attack not by the rabble but by organized government 
no-w unhappy under the control of the great property interests 
ot the country. 

THlil u PS1!IUDOSOCIALISTS " 

The doctrines of Carl Marx are entirely respectable. He 
founded a school of political and economic philosophy, the 
teachings ot which are worthy of -the study of any man who 
desires to be well informed. I am not a Socialist, but I have 
respect for ~e teachings of socialism. I recognize the pro
found philosophy upon which they are basedt and I have 
great respect for a true socialist, for it is my observation 
that he is usually a well-informed and thoughtful man and is 
devoted to the public good. He is interested in society as a 
whole, and is usually willing to make sacrifices for its welfare. 

But there is anoth€r class of socialists, alas, too prevalent in 
these times, who, while they claim to be democratic in thei~ 
faith, are betraying the principles af democracy and going over 
to sociallsm. I c~ll them the "fidse" or "pseudosocialists." 
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They are those who press for a kind of state socialism.- not 
for the benefit of the whole people, but for the benefit ' of a 
small, privileged, exploiting cla-ss. For -them it is impossible 
for me to entertain respect. 

No nonsocialist can define socialism to the satisfaction of a 
Socialist. But I may say that it is the fundamental of social
ism that the good of society is paramount-the good of society 
at large. The doctrine may be stated as that the private indi
vidual has no rights which society at large is bound to respect 
or to give effect to, when they are in conflict with the interests 
of society. The doctrine stated even in extreme terms is 
worthy of consideration and respect. It is worthy of study, but 

1t is entirely opposite to the doctrine of individualism upon which 
our political and economic institutions are founded. 

THE DOCTRINE OF INDIVIDUALISM 

The doctrine of individualism is that society, when it comes 
into conflict with the rights of the individual, has no rights be
yond such as are essential to its existence. It declares that 
there must be an essential and direct interest of society involved, 
otherwise the rights of the individual to do as he chooses to do 
must be free and_ unrestrained. Democracy holds that the 
rights of the individual are not mere political rights but that 
they are natural, moral rights, because God gave them to man 
when He made him a living soul. Thus saith the democratic 
law, "that all men are created equal that they are endowed 
by their Creator with certain inalienable rights, that among 
these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness." And so
ciety can not take them away. They are inalienable. Men 
can not sell them, and they can not be confiscated-they can not 
be conscripted eithe• in peace or in war. But the psuedosocial
ists say that man has no rights that they are bound to -respect, 
that they may do what they choose with the individual, so long 
as it may be pretended that the public interest is advanced 
thereby, and particularly when the welfare of the privileged 
classes and particular interests and individuals is served. 

This measure assumes the propriety In case of war of taking 
property without due process and 'fithout just compensation. 
It assumes the validity of subverting the owner's interest be
cause of an emergency due to war. Bot war is merely one of 
many conceivable causes of national emergencies. Flood, 
famine, and plague may produce emergencies as great as war. 
If private ownership may be set aside for a war emergency, it 
may with propriety be set aside on account of other emer
gencies. And at last the principle being established, it is left 
for those in position of decision to say what is an " emergency." 

The propertyless masses may conceive of an economic emer
gency arising from the . collection of natural resources and 
wealth into the control of.a few. The proletariat may :find in 
the conscription of property for a war emergency a precedent 
for confiscation to remedy economic conditions. The atta-ck on 
property, started from above by those who control the machin
ery of government, may yet be offered as an excuse for an 
attack on property from those dissatisfied with the distribution 
of wealth. 

THE OPPOSITION OF LABOR 

There are friends of the laboring man on the other side of the 
Chamber. Little as anyone would think so, there are many 
Republicans [laughter] who are friendly to the men who toil. 
There are Members on that side who want to respond to their 
obligations to average men and women. 

I am not authorized to speak for labor. Labor spe.aks through 
its own chosen agents, of which I am not one. I was never 
eligible to belong to a labor organization. I am interested in 
labor only because I am interested in the masses of men. But 
I am familiar with the thought of labor. I know what the 
laboring people are thinking about. · I know their principles 
and what their views are on public questions. I know, if you 
do not, that labor is against this measure, and labor will remem
ber it against you if you vote for it. 

Do not anybody think that is a threat. It is not. I have no 
authority even so much as to speak for labor. It is merely a 
warning. I know labor, and I warn Members of the House 
that labor will hold them to a strict account for their action 
here to-day. 

Labor well knows what real purpose i~ behind this measure. 
The leaders and those who are active in the labor movement 
are of the most intelligent class in this country. They know 
wha.t is being done here better th~n the bankers and other 
business groups know. They know what you are doing better 
than the bankers and lawyers in your districts know. They 
know the purpose of this measure. 

Labor advocates no revolutionary doctrine I Organized labor 
is in favor of the established order and is friendly toward the 
institution of private property. Organized labor will defend 
that institution, although the pseudosocialists have betrayed it. 

A MEASURE AIMliiD AT LABOR 

Organized labor knows that this measure is aimed at labor. 
Disguise it as you will, sugar coat it as the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SNELL] has done, labor is undeceived. 

Sugar coat it as you may, labor knows at whom this measure 
is aimed. 

Labor realizes that property can always take care of itself. 
You can pass your conscription measures, to conscript property, 
but the great property interests will not be disturbed. Labor 
knows that property can not be -conscripted, because property 
is so strong a giant that it moves executives and legislative 
bodies and when need be even courts like puppets on a string. 
Do not think for a moment that this measure will do real vio
lence to private property. It may do so in principle, but what 
care its advocates for mere principle. That feature is thrown 
in just to help with the disguise. Those who are back of this 
measure apparently think that property has been omitted and 
its supporters are merely saying by it, "We will go out and 
conscript labor for the next war." That is their real purpose. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HUDDLESTON. Yes. 
Mr. CRISP. Is it not true that without a constitutional 

amendment you could not make this proposition effective? 
Mr. HUDDLESTON. Under any reasonable and understand

ing interpretation of the Constitution y!)u can not conscript 
property and labor without a constitutional amendment Of 
conrse, the courts are composed of men-human beings like 
everybody else. No man can predict what they will do if the 
public demand is loud enough. 

:Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt 
the gentleman there? 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Yes. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I agree with the legal proposition 

the gentleman has just expressed, but I would like to ask the 
gentleman this question-

Mr. HUDDLESTON. May I say before the gentleman pro· 
ceeds with the question that in agreeing that a constitutional 
amendment is required before labor or property can be con
scripted, the gentleman, by implication, does the very thing 
that I have been trying to avoid doing-he impeaches the good 
faith of those pressing this resolution. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. No; I did not so intend. 
Mr. HUDDLESTON. Not intentionally, but it follows neces

sarily that they know that this measure is a mere gesture de
signed to pass for an attempt to redeem that campaign promise. 
I have been trying to take them seriously, but lt is hard to do. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Does not the gentleman think that 
in advance of any further danger of war the Constitution ought 
to be amended as proposed by the Dill resolution pending in the 
Senate, or by some similar resolution? 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I am not familiar with the Dill reso
lution. 

TAX THE PROFITS OUT OF WAR 

A good way to prevent war would be to provide for a sys
tem of taxation which would take away from the profits 
men might expect to make. Yet the chief interests that are 
pushing this measure are those who refused to help to levy such 
taxes when it was prowsed to do so when we were actually at 
war. When it was then proposed to take the profit out of war 
by taxation they opposed the taxation. 

I repeatedly said on the floor of this House during the World 
War that no man should be permitted to come out of the war 
richer than when we went into it, and I advocated then a sys
tem of taxation of profits that would take away the war profits. 
I found myself then opposed by some of those who are now 
pushing this measure. They not only opposed my proposals 
and defeated them but they damned me as a "socialist." The 
true socialists did not do that, but the pseudosocialists of then 
and now. I was "attacking property," they said. They are 
not interested in principle--they are interested only in results 
of the kind that fall and "clink" one on top of the other into 
a coffer. That is the brand of socialism that they favor. 

I picked up this morning a speech that I made in this Cham
ber on July 9, 1917. It was printed in the RECORD, page 479, 
volume 55, part 8. I then said: 

It seems fundamental to me that there should be no profits in war ; 
that neither financiers nor war contractors should be allowed to make 
money out of their country's misfortune and from human misery and 
suffering. 

Men are being conscripted for the war. Why should not profits and 
ineomea also be conscripted 'l What moral right i.s there in bi.g busi
ness concerns to pile up swollen fortunes while the country is being 
bankrupted and bled white? ~war should be paid for by those who 
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are able to pay, by those who maka a profit from it. They should not 
be permitted to come <>ut richer than they went in, while the plain 
people come out decimated and impoverished. 

I realized then that it was impracticable to attempt to con
script property; that the final results of such al! attempt wo~d 
prove disastrous; that it were better to permit profit making 
than to try to stop it by such a means ; that it would " be 
insane to burn the house merely to destroy the vermin." 

I advocated that neither financier nor contractor should be 
allowed to make money out of their country's misfortune, and 
from human misery and suffering. That, of course, is an 
ideal-it expresses the standpoint of idealism. I realized th~n, 
and I realize now that if we should have a system of conscnp
tion of property for war, the results would be more disastrous 
than if we should lose the war. Preferable it would be to lose 
the war than an attack on private property and the disruption 
of the channels of commerce and human activity, as would fol
low on any such a strategy. 

PROPERTY WILL TAKE CARE OF ITSEL~LABOR NEEDS DEFENDERS 

But, as I said. my tears now are not for property. Others will 
speak for it. Property will take care of itself. It fears no lack 
of champions. What does property care for constitutions and 
laws when property controls the Government which enforces the 
laws and the courts who interpret their meaning? 

My grief is for the common people, those agrunst whom this 
measure is aimed; those whom it is proposed shall be fettered 
in slavery under the excuse of patriotism, those who shall be 
fettered in slavery for private property. 

And think of it-this proposal comes from the political party 
which pretends to descend from that great champion of human 
liberty, " Honest Abe.'' What a departure I What a fall! 
Tba t supreme lover of liberty, now claimed as the fountain head 
of a party which betrays liberty upon e-very occasion ! Abra
ham Lincoln would turn in his grave. [Applause.] 

CONSCRIPTION OF PROPE&TY WPRACTICABLE 

The proposal to conscript property is unworkable and im
practicable. Conscription of property must take the form of 
physical seizure or of fixing prices. The major part of prop
erty is not useful for war purposes. If all is seized, the ex
pense and the vast machinery required for administration will 
far outweigh any possible benefit. If only the useful property 
is seized, there will yet be waste, disorder, and difficult ma
chinery to manipulate, with inevitable discrimination, favorit- _ 
ism, corruption, tyranny, and every conceivable governmental 
abusa _ 

To whatever extent property may be seized, there will result 
a corresponding social and economic d.isruption, with conse
quences of far-reaching extent and lasting long after the war 
has ended. 

If there is conscription by the fixing of prices, the benefit, in 
any event, will probably not equal the harm which will be done. 
Prices are to be fixed for the period of the war only, with no 
account of the previous prices or plices after the close of the 
war. Again, there will be overwhelming disruption and con
fusion which only the greatest war disaster would cause. The 
most ~erious economic aspect of war is the disrupting of the 
ordered channels of business activity. Governmental price fix
ing will greatly aggravate the economic disorder which follows 
a war and make worse that which must necessarily be bad. 

The proposal is that " in case of war " the President shall be 
authorized to conscript. The authority is not contingent upon 
the strength of our adversary, but may be exercised upon war 
with some puny and ineffective power. He may exercise it in a 
war with the least of the nations if in his opinion it is desirable. 
We may therefore find a war deliberately provoked merely to 
bring this great power of the President into play, and find it 
exercised for reasons and under conditions never contemplated 
by Congress. 

There are many who advocate peace-time price fixing for 
monopolized products or to prevent undue profits. The answer 
of their opponents is that freedom of contract is inherent in 
our system and fundamental. If, however, prices may be fixed 
because of a war emergency, they may with propriety be fixed 
because of any emergency or for other good cause. In conscrip
tion by price fixing, a precedent will be found for price :fixing at 
any and all times-and away with the freedom of contract. 

WILL NOT TAKE PROFIT OUT ' OF WAR 

To conscript property either by seizure or fixing prices will 
not take the profit out of war. It begins with the beginning of 
war or when it is imminent. Profits which have been made in 
anticipation are left intact. During the year and a half prior to 
our entry into the World War greater profits were made than 
dming the period of the war. The year and a half following 
the signing of the armistice was a continuous orgy of profiteering 
nnd profit making. 

• 
Perhaps, after all, the profit make~s most dangerous to peace 

are those who make a business of furnishing Army and Navy 
supplies between wars-the preparedness-for-private-profit ele
ment. Vast profits are made in times of peace by Army and 
Navy contractors. It is to their interest that there should be 
g1·eat armaments on land and sea, and they foster war scares 
and other movements for the increase of Army and Navy. Their 
activities tend far more to produce conditions which make for 
war than the alleged influence of those who expect to make 
money while the war is on. The bill does not attempt to reach 
the peace-time military contractors nor to take away their 
profits. 

The advocates of the proposal agree that where property is 
seized or prices fixed the owners shall be allowed a reasonable 
return for its me or profit in its sale. Again, the opportunity 
for favoritism and corruption in the exercise of discretion in 
fixing the profit and return. 

No class ever derives benefits from war comparatlle to the 
professional soldier-the officer who has chosen arms as a 
profesBion. With war comes his opportunity for distinction 
and for rapid promotion. In war the officer caste receives 
the highest social honors and respect with an accretion of dig
nity to its calling. The officer is honored and glorified, with 
a corresponding enhancement of influence and emoluments. 
Trained to arms, he naturally relies upon force and regards 
war as a reasonable and proper means for the settlement of 
disputes between nations. No scheme for deprofitizing war 
should omit regard for this influential class of war bene
ficiaries. 

DEPRIVES PEOPLE OF POWER TO VETO WAR 

The Government of the United States belongs to our citizens. 
It is the instrumentality by which they express themselves and ' 
work their will. The people have the right to govern this 
country, even to misgovern it if they choose. The people aTe 
the source Of aU authority and have the right to decide public 
questions. It is a natural. and moral right belonging to our 
system. The people have the right to decide whether there 
shall be peace or war. To wage war against the deliberate will 
and judgment of the majority is an indefensible governmental 
usurpation. There should be no declaration of war not sup
ported by the considered judgment of a substantial majority 
of the people. 

It is practically impossible to have a wo.rth-while referen
dum upon war. The institution of war under our system must 
be left to the legislative and executive branches. But there 
should always be left to the people an opportunity to express 
their will upon it. They should always have the power to 
veto the war by refusing to support it. One reason why I 
have always_ opposed conscription of soldiers is that it de
prives the people of their opportunity for decision upon war by 
forcing them to serve whether or not they agree with the justice 
of the cause. I oppose conscription of property upon the same 
grounds. It is not only bad public policy and violative of 
democratic principles, but it violates the natural and moral 
right of the citizen to take his property for the support of a 
wa.r waged against his will and for purposes which his con
science does not approve. 

PACIB'ISTS--EX-SOLDIERS-MILITABISTS 

Strange to say, the proposal to conscript property and labor 
bas assembled as its advocates antagonistic groups such as 
pacifists, ex-soldiers, and militaristic advocates of prepared
nes8. Each group supports the measure for separate reasons 
of its own, reasons which are faulty and illogical except as to 
the militarists, whose position is in part well taken for their 
purposes. 

The pacifist theory is that it will discourage movements for 
war. This theory assumes that expectant profiteers deliber
ately cause wars so that they may derive profits therefrom. 
Such infiuences are the least of all factors in producing war. 
The prospect for profits is too remote and dependent upon too 
many contingencies, and the hazard of loss too great to move 
any substantial number, no matter how selfish and wicked 
they might be. The profit makers are usually already men of 
property. Not all such men make war profits. Frequently 
they sustain heavy losses because of war. Profit making from 
war depends largely upon chance, the securing of contracts, the 
particular business in which men are engaged, and other factors 
which no one can foresea -

I fully agree that in the main wars are about property 
interests and their consequences are measured in terms of 
property, but the activities of profit makers most dangerous to 
the Nation's peace occur prior to war and only finally culmi
nate in war. For illustration, financiers and industrialists 
advocate larger military forces so as to increase the Govern
ment's influence in imperialistic practices-in finding markets 
~d opportunity ~or investment, and other means of exploita-



6314 CONGRESSIONAL R.EOORD-HOUSE 
• 

tion of foreign fields. - It is with no deliberate purpose to cause 
war that the financier demands of his government that he be 
given a share in a fq_reign loan, or that the Philippines be 
retained so that he may invest and trade. The war comes 
maybe a generation later as the final and unforeseen result of 
governmental activity taken at his behest, and possibly by the 
war his investment and accumulations are lost. He did not 
will the war. Probably he will be dead when it comes. 

All efforts to prevent or avoid wars which do not take 
account of the causes of war are wasted and vain. Wars 
can not be prevented by paper agreements. They are prevent
able only by dealing with their causes. Foolish indeed is the 
pacifist who hopes to avoid war by preparation for war, by 
organizing his country for war, by increasing its military 
strength and preparing to wage the most effective war. Such · 
measures do but promote the war spirit and develop the " will 
for war " and the reJiance upon force instead of upon right. 

The ex-soldier, rankled by his own conscription, demands 
that property be put upon an equality with men. But let 
him reflect that among the conscripts themselves S()me were 
exalted and others thrust into the mire-there was no equal
ity, for hundreds of thousands found the easier places and 
the easier way. Millions of others, for no sufficient reasons, 
were excused and exempted, and millions mol'E~' were over 
or under age, and other millions were not conscripted because 
they were women. Under no possible system -of conscription 
of soldiers can there be an equality of sacrifice. 

Nor would the conscription of property produce equality of 
sacrifice, for never can the jeopardy of property equal the 
jeopardy of life, nor can the loss of property bring a pang 
equal to that of the soldier in the field. Equality of sacrifice, 
like equality of opportunity, is an abstraction and must remain 
a dream. In seeking it we must not enter upon impracticable 
and unsound schemes which will lead us far astray. 

J'AULTY LOGIC OF THE MILITARISTS 

Of the groups supporting the measure only the militarists 
are sustained by a measure of logic. With conscription of 
men and property at the discretion of the military Commander 
in Chief, our Nation will be organized for war as never in 
all history was any nation before us. It will intimidate the 
nations, and will give us temporarily a preponderating strength. 
With one hundred and ten millions (}f population potentially 
under arms, backed by vast natural and industrial resources and 
an aggregate wealth of near three hundred billions, the nations 
will have cause for fear for our maneuver. 

The nations will probably tremble temporarily. They will 
tremble until they themselves have put similar measures into 
operation. They will tremble (}DIY until by alliances they have 
restored their relative strength. Then we will be exactly where 
we began, and the world will be camped on a field mined with 
deadly explosives. 

It -is the way of all '' preparedness." It leads toward war, 
for it is preparedness for war and not for peace. Nations 
that arm themselves drive nations with conflicting interests 
to arms, and the more thorough the preparation of one nation 
the more thoroughgoing must be the organization of its pos
sible adversaries, until with each increase in burden in the 
competition in armaments a point is finally reached when the 
burdens become more onerous than even defeat might be, and 
the pressure to put the contest to an issue becomes irresistible. 

There is no "adequate preparedness." Its meaning comes 
to depend wholly upon the strength of possible combinations 
of adversaries, and as the preparation must be made "ade
quate" to each change in the condition of the adversary there 
can be no stability and nothing fixed, but always an increasing 
competition in the burdens of alliances and armaments. All 
for doing a vain and useless thing. 

Again, war is not merely a matter of machines and automa
tons. The human element must not be overlooked. At last 
courage and love of country are necessary. Those who drive 
on and on with militaristic measures dD not seem to realize 
that conscription does not make for love of country, that State 
slavery does not tend to produce intelligence, courage, and 
patriotism. In the long run the bravest ~en and the best sol
dier'S are to be found among the freest men. Even with the 
world's brief experience with conscription it is demonstrated 
that conscript armies are not finally the most reliable. The 
test of a soldier is defeat. The free, the voluntary soldier, 
re-forms and fights again, but the soldier who was driven to the 
trenches is freed by defeat and goes his way. The world never 
saw such military collapse as that which followed upon the 
defeat during the World War of the conscript armies of Ger
many, Austria, and Russia. 

Therefore, those who drive for conscription of men and prop
.erty go for\_Vard to destroy the quality _of th~ materials wit)l 

which they would seek victory ; as they sacrifice the liberties 
of ~he people for efficiency in war they destroy the efficiency 
whrch they would promote. Conscription is not an instrument 
for permanent military success. Rather it is a means to final 
destruction and defeat. 

WAR SHOULD BE OUTLAWED 

I am. i!l full harmony with those who would prevent war. I 
. wou~d JOin them in outlawing war and, failing that, in minimiz
ing Its horrors and its consequences. 

War is a crime against civilization and humanity. It is the 
most stupendous folly of mankind. Few wars are worth what 
they cost, for the price of victory nearly always outruns any 
ben~fit which may be gained. Even in victory there is defeat, 
form success are nearly always the seeds of eventual disaster. 
. War is never justified unless it be fought in defense of 

liberty. No people ever gained an increase(!. measure of liberty 
for thems~lves by waging a successful foreign war. Frequently 
the vanqUIShed are freed by the defeat which discredits their 
ru~ng class, and frequently conquest feeds a nation's pride in 
military prowess and causes the surrender of cherished liber
ties to the demand for more perfect organizations. Defeated 
Germany, first to use conscript armies, substituted the rule of 
democracy for the autocrat, while victorious America turns 
towar~ 1?ross materialism and submits to the indignity of 
conscription. 

Mr. '!"'HURSTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. JoHNSON]. · 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, ladies and 
gentlemen of the House, in discussing this legislation it will 
perhaps be necessary for me to trace some of the history of the 
World War and the legislation that has come from that war. 

It happened that I was a Member of this body at the time 
war was declared-that war which was to end all wars and 
make the world safe for democracy-and I was present and 

. voted for the conscription law that created the so-called draft 
army, and associated with those men in a combat unit. 

I can well recall the debates that have been referred to to-day 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HUDDLESTON] who did 
at that time desire to limit profits; and · I can ~emember, 
although I have not refreshed by memory from the record the 
time when the great statesman from Iowa, James Good, iater 
Secretary of War, was fighting to limit profits from the World 
War, and was not successful. 

Most of the men who returned from combat units in the 
World War were not satisfied with what the Government had 
done during the war, in the limitation of profits. They had seen 
men killed and wounded and maimed and had seen them suffer 
and upon their return they found that great fortunes had bee~ 
built up, and it seemed that the Government should be able in 
some way in the next war to eliminate such profits. I may say, 
I am one of those who believ~ that wars will never cease. 

There was that same feeling among all the citizens of all 
the countries, whether they were service men and women or 
not. There was the same agitation in England, in France in 
Italy, and in Belgium. An equivalent law to that now before 
this body is now pending before the Chamber of Deputies of 
France, with a strong probability of its being enacted into law. 

In 1921, in the city of Washington, some of us were discussing 
a law that would be constitutional, which would draft men and 
limit profits; and such a bill was drawn by Mr. Marquis James 
and myself. You may recall that Mr. James is Qne of the 
great writers of the country, who at that time was writing for 
the American Legion Weekly, and is now writing for the 
American Legion Monthly. One of his recent articles, on the 
conditions in Haiti, is one of the best literary productions of 
all the writers who have discussed that island. 

With a lead pencil we drew a law which we thought would 
be constitutional. We first came to the conclusion that a 
consUtutional amendment was necessary to conscript capital, 

· and I have never changed from that viewpoint. So the first 
resolution that I introduced was a constitutional amendment, 
inh·oduced in 1922, but we found we never could secure the 
enactment of a constitutional amendment. If we are going to 
try to proceed in that way there will never be any legislation, 
because certain groups, including men of great means, and the 
most radical end of union labor, are opposed to the legislation, 
and will always be able to prevent the passage of a constitu
tional amendment. So we drew this law and took it to the 
convention of the American Legion, at New Orleans, and ten
dered it to that convention and that plan was indorsed by the 
American Legion. 

Later a committee of five eminent lnwyers, just as able as 
could be appointed by the President of the United States if 
this resolution we:re adopted, was appointed by the then com
mander of the American Legion, Col. Hanford J. McNider, of 
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Iowa, and these gentlelll€n prepru.'ed a form of bill which I · 
have introduced at each session of Congress since that time. 
I first introduced it on September 21, 1922--the constitutional 
amendment, and the law on December 6, 1922. It has been 
changed somewhat in form. It has been before the Committee 
on Military Affairs ever since that time, and it is to-day pending 
before that committee as House bill 8313. Hearings were held 
on that bill in 1924 and again last year. 

It is fundamental to me that legislation must be drawn and 
drafted by the committees of the House of Representatives, and 
not by some high-brow, altruistic commission; and if the Mem
bers of Congress can not draft the legislation that is required, 
and can not secure the assistance they may need, in my judg
ment they should not be in charge of legislation. 

It has been said that this great Committee on Military A:ffairs 
is not competent to draft this legislation. It has been said that 
they do not understand the military situation. It has been said 
that they do not know what ought to be done and could not 
express the things that should be done in the law if they did 
know; but I am not one who believes that. I believe that on 
this Committee on Military Affairs are some of the strong, able 
Members of Congress. Believing that, I ask why, since 1922, 
with this bill before it every day and with two sets of hearings, 
they have not been able to report a bill. I have come to the 
conclusion that the Members of that committee are opposed to 
the legislation, regardless. of what they may say on the floor 
of the House, regardless of how they may weep briny tears for 
the ex-service men and, figuratively, wade knee-deep in blood 
with them in all the ba tiles. 

The legislation could be enacted. 
I am going to vote for this resolution. In my judgment it is 

entirely innocuous, it will have no effect, and it is not intended 
to help the real legislation, but, as the chairman of the Ruies 
Committee said, I do not see how it can hurt anything. How
ever, I doubt if it can do any good. I shall attempt to amend it 
by striking out the figures 1932 and inserting 1931. [Applause.] 

If they want to investigate let them investigate and get it 
done quickly. If the Committee on Military Affairs can not 
draft this legislation and they think they can bripg in Barney 
Baruch for capital, · Clarence Darrow for labor, and George 
Peek for agriculture, and they can draft a better bill than this 
committee, I am willing they should try them. But I am going 
to make a motion to strike out that part of the resolution 
which brings in all of these civilians. We have the Committee 
on Military Affairs and my idea is that that committee could 
draft such a bill and bring it before the House. if that com
mittee believed in it. I am in favor of stopping all camouflage 
about this proposition. If we believe in the limitation of profits, 
why not enact a law that will limit them and stop investi
gating? 

I know perfectly well that under the Constitution you can 
not conscript capital, but you can limit the profits of capital. 
I know, furthermore, that the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, my friend and an eminent gentleman, has 
before the Congress to-day a bill to conscript men, and if war 
were declared to-day you would conscript men to-morrow. Then 
for a year we would be debating as to what we should do to 
capital, and in the meantime all the " war babies " would go up 
.800 points on the stock exchange just as they did in 1917. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. What does the gentleman mean by his · 

statement that under the Constitution you can not conscript 
capital? 
, Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I will answer the gentle. 

man by saying that we have discussed this before and we know 
there is some question about what could be done under the war 
powers. I believe that is what the gentleman · is getting at. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. No. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Under our war powers-

although there have been no decisi{)ns on the question-we 
might be able to go much farther than we could under the 
powers of the Constitution in time of peace, but as I have stated 
to the gentleman before you would perhaps conscript capital 
under the war powers and then you would pay capital four 
times what it was worth after the war was over. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Here is the point : The Government can 
take property and it can take capital for public use. What 
the gentleman has in mind is that you can not take property 
and that you can not take capital without just compensation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Oh, certainly; that is 
fundamentaL 

Mr. RAMSEYER. The gentleman does not mean that the 
Government can not conscript or take property and capital. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. There must be compen-
sation. -

Mr. RAMSEYER. Here is the suggestion that has occurred 
to me in studying this proposition. The Supreme Court has 
never had before it the question of what constitutes just com
pensation in war time, when all property and all life is · in 
jeopardy. I am wondering if and would not the Supreme Court, 
with the country in a state of war, with all life and all prop
erty in jeopardy, adopt a different rule as to what constitutes 
just compensation than it would in times of peace, when all 
property and all life are secure? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I can not yield to the gen-
tleman to make a taTh: on it. · 

Mr. RAMSEYER. I am simply asking the question. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. An d I am going to answer 

the question. It might be if, as the gentleman has said, we had 
justices of a certain type as members of the court, that then the 
court would so hold-and I believe it would-but until that can 
be done, I have desired to secure the passage of a law that I 
know is constitutional. 

Mr. PATMAN. Will ·the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes. 
Mr. PATMAN. I believe it has been stated that the gentle

man from Michigan [Mr. JAMES], the chairman of the coi:nmit
tee, is against this resolution. Does the gentleman know whether 
that is correct? · 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I can not speak for him, 
and I have m·ade it a universal policy not to try to speak for any 
Member of Congress as to his viewpoint. 

Mr. PATMAN. Is it true that the gentleman from Michigan 
is now in the hospital? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes. He is a fine gentle
man, and I wish he were here to-day. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. The gentlema·n has not answered my ques
tion. Does the gentleman think there is a possibility that the 
Supreme Court, with that issue before it, would adopt a different 
rule as to just compensation in time of war than in time of 
peace? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota.. I think there is. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Did I understand the gentleman to say it 

was his purpose to offer an amendment to strike out all members 
of this proposed commission except the congressional part of it? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. No. I do not propose . to 
attempt to eliminate the members of the Cabinet. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman proposes to leave them in 
but proposes to strike out the five outside representatives? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes. However, the Cabinet 
officers, as the gentleman knows and I know, will not do any 
of the work. The-y are so busy now they could not possibly 
give any attention to a matter of. this kind. vVhat they will do 
is to assign some lieutenant commander from the Navy, some 
lieutenant colonel from the Army, some deputy labor commis
sioner from the other place, and some subassistant from the 
Department of Commerce who will meet with this commission 
about once, and the work will be done by the Members of Con
gress. I say it ought to be done and done by the Military Affairs 
Committee. Now, who will be on this commission? 

I assume my friend the gentleman from New York, the author 
of the resolution, my friend from South Carolina, the previous 
author of it. That being so, I do not see why they could not 
do just the same work as members of the Military Affairs Com
mittee, and then if they wanted the assistance of Barney Baruch 
and Clarence Darrow they could call them in and have the 
benefit of their advice. 

Now, the blll I have introduced and referred to provides: 
H. R. 8981 

A bill to provide further for the national security and defense 
Be it lm.acted, etc., That in the event of a declaration of war by Con

gress which in the judgment of the President demands the immediate 
increase of the Military Establishment, the President be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to draft into the service of the United States such 
members of the unorganized militia as he may deem necessary-: Pro
vided, That all persons drafted into service between the ages of 21 and 
30, or such other limits as the President may fix, shall be drafted 
without exemption on account of industrial occupation. 

SEC. 2. That in case of war, or when the President shall judge the 
same to be imminent, he is authorized and it shall be his duty when, in 
his opinion. such emergency requires it-

(a) To determine and proclaim the material resources, industrial 
organizations, and services over which Government control is necessary 
to the successful termination of such emergency, and such control shall 
be exercised by him through agencies then existing or which he may 
'create for such purposes; 

(b) To take such steps as may be necessary to sta.bilize prices of 
services and oi all commodities deciared to be. essential, whether su~ 
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services and commodities are required by the Government or by the 
civilian population. 

Now I wish that under the rules of the House I could offer 
this bill as an amendment to the pending resolution, but -I am 
prohibited by the rules from doing that. There is no way in 
the world that we can get a vote on this bill except to have it 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

At one time, in the exuberance of youth and proceeding on 
the optimistic theory that the people of this country desire to 
limit profits in time of war, I filed a petition trying to get a 
majority of the Members of tp.e Honse to sign up, and I think 
I got abOl~t 50 members. I know this is a procedm·e that the 
Members of the H ouse do not desire to use, because it is diffi
cult to secure good legislation when it is not considered by a 

. committee. If there were any human way I could get this bill 
before Congress I know we could pass it by 90 per cent of the 
votes, but I am blocked by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Now to try to escape from this situation--
Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I am sorry I can not yield. 
Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. It is only a question for infor-

mation. Was the bill the gentleman r efers to submitted to his 
committee and a report made on it? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. No; not to my committee. 
I can not handle that bill. I am chairman of the Committee on 
World War Veterans' Legislation. 

In an attempt to secure action, not long ago I redrafted the 
bill and sent it over to the Committee on Naval Affairs, hoping 
they would establish the rule at least for the Navy and that 
they would limit the profits of tlle contractors who deal with 
the Navy during a war. I am hopeful of securing hearings 
there. If we could secure hearings before the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and if they would report a bill tllat would take 
care of the Navy, then the Committee on Military Affairs would 
probably have to come along. and in this way we could secure 
some legislation. 

Mr. SIROVICH. Will the gentleman yield? Is the Ameriean 
Legion for this resolution? · 
. Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. The American Legion dur-

.ing all the years since 1922 has indorsed the bill to which I 
I h.ttve just referred and which I have had pending before the 
1 committee every year since then and up to the present time. 
I Last year at their convention, it being evident they could not 
, get action from the committee, they then indorsed the Snell 
1 resolution, which was the Wainwright resolution, and formerly 

was the McSwain resolution, because the Legion came to the 
conclusion they could not get anything else. 

The American Legion knows this does not amount to anything 
; just as well as I do and just as well as everybody else here 
I knows it. It will only delay things until 1932, but at least they 
1 could get the matter before some committee where they might 
get a little discussion. Of course, what the Legion wants, as 

t they have said a dozen times, is legislation. They do not want 
a lot of talk. They saw the money that was made in the last 
war. They know it will be made in the next war, and the 

1 responsible members of the veterans' organizations want to see 
some legislation from the proper, responsible committees in 

1 Congress that will limit profits during the next war; but if they 
can not get that they will take the next best thing, just exactly 
as you and I if we can not get a whole loaf will take a half loaf. 

I have no personal feeling about this matter whatever. I do 
not in any way want to be abusive concerning an individual 

· or a committee, but I feel deeply concernin~: it. 
I came back from France from a combat unit about two-

. tllirds bolshevist myself, as some of the old Members here 
may recall. Those of you who will pick up some of the recent 
literature or have followed some of the recent lawsuits will 
remember that Representative WoODRUFF, of Michigan, and my
self made the original attacks on this floor from which later 
developed much concerning the then Attorney General's depart
ment of this Government and many other departments. If 

. you pick up a .recent book by Mr. Gaston B. Means, who was 
sent ·up here by the then Department of Justice to embarrass 
us because we wanted to recover to the Governm~mt some of 

1 this money, you will find some very interesting reading that 
you perhaps did not know before with respect to the fight which 

, we then )lad. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. And the gentleman was as right then as 

l he is wrong to-day. . 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I will say to the gentle

man he and I agree many times, and I will concede the gentle
man is right 50 per cent of the time. I know I am right to-day, 

. because we ought to have this legislation. • 
I am going. to vote for this resolution, after trying to amend 

it, believing it will amount to nothing, but at least it will keep 

the matter before the public eye and perhaps some time, if it 
proceeds as it has in the past, by the time my 21-year-old soil\ 
has great, great, grandchildren, and after the next four or five 
wars we may. be able to limit profits ; but at least as long as 
I am a Member of this body I am going to continue this fight, 
with the hope that some time we will get a Congress that will 
pass this legislation. 

It has been indorsed by all the political parties. In 1924 the 
Democratic platform said: 

Wa.r is a relic of barbarism, and it is justifiable only as a measure of 
defense. In the event of war, in which the man power of the Nation 
is drafted, an other resources should likewise be drafteli. This will 
tend to discourage war by depriving it of its profits. 

That answers that question . 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I yield. 
Mr. W AINWRIGW.r. Therefore the inference, expressed on 

this floor by the gentleman from Alabama that it was only the 
Republican Party which had indorsed this measure, is hardly 
correct. I hav-e alWRys understood tlle Democratic Party is 
committed to it by that statement as much as the Republican 
Party. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Why, certainly. 
Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. But not to this bill. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. To the principle. 
Now, as a matter of fact, President Harding indorsed it. I 

was one of the group that asked the then chairman of the 
Republican National Committee to present this to the President 
before he was inaugurated, and I had something to do with 
that indorsement. 

There were members of the American expeditionary forces 
that took this proposition to th-e Democratic National Conven
tion of 1924, prominent legionairie~ and they secured this 
indorsement; and you gentlemen on the Democratic side of the 
House are committed to the legislation exactly as we on the 
Republican side are committed. But I do not want to bring 
politics into it. The object of this legislati()n is not political; 
It is to see that we have the right sort of laws under which 
to function, if, or when we again engage in a confiict . 

Mr. CONNERY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I will always yield to my 

fliend the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 

Dakota has expired. 
Mr. THURSTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman one 

minute more. 
Mr. CONNERY. On account of the general principle which 

I know the gentleman is following, I would like to go along 
with him, but I have always had the impression t'rom labor 
throughout the country that they feel if any legislation of this 
sort ot• along the lines of the bill of the gentleman from South 
Dakota were passed, when war comes along and it becomes a 
matter of administration, labor will be conscripted and capital 
will not be conscripted. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I would say to the gentle
man that some of th~ original talk about these bills did not 
have in mind the statement, "In the event of a declaration of 
war by the Congress," and without that declaration in the law, 
labor would have a light to be afraid, because some Attorney 
General or some President might call out the militia in a gen
eral strike, but this proposed legislation is so limited that it 
must be a declaration of war by this body, and I do not think 
th.B.t labor should be a.fi·aid of that situation. Labor does not 
want them to do what was done in the last war-have m~n 
working in the shipyards at $25 a day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Dakota has expired. 

Mr. SPEAKS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman be 
given one additional minute to answer a question. 

Mr. THURSTON. I will yield to the gentleman one minute 
more. 

Mr. SPEAKS. For the purpose of throwing additional light 
upon the subject, I call attention to the heartn.gs held on this 
proposition before the House Military Committee three or four 
years ago. 1\Ir. Spaffon!, national commander of the American 
Legion, appeared before the committee for the purpose of pre
senting the views of his organization upon the question of con
scription. I quote the following from the hearings : 

Mr. JAMES. How are you going to draft capital nnder your bill? 
Mr. SPAFFORD. You can not draft capital; you know that, sir. 
Mr. GARRE'l'T. Why? 
1\lr. SPAFFORD. The Constitution of the United States says that you 

can not take a man's property without just compensation. * * * To 
draft capital and take a man's property would be making us into a 
United States of soviet America instead of the United States of America. 
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Mr. SPEAKS. You can not take his property, but you can take his life? 
Mr. SPAFFORD. Yes, sir; I think everybody recognizes that. 
Mr. QUIN. What about the idea of conscripting labor? 

. M:r. SPAFFORD. You could not do that. You can 'not conscript labor 
under our Constitution. You can not make a man work: for a private 
master against his will. 

Mr. QUIN. So you would not attempt under this bill, according to 
your idea, to conscript or draft either capital or labor? 

Mr. SPAFFORD. It is unconstitutional; it can not be done. This 
is my interpretation of the Constitution, and I believe everybody 
present would interpret it the same way. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Dakota has again expired. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gentle
man from Mississippi [Mr. QUIN]. 

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Oh'airman, this little insignificant resolution 
in appearance is a snake brought out here in qecoy language. 
Every man on this floor, every woman on this floor, understands 
the Constitution of the United States. Each of you took a 
solemn oath to obey that Constitution. Every one of us in his 
heart, in his mind, and in his intellect, knows that it is just 
tomfoolery to talk about fooling with the Constitution and con
scripting any man's property or his labor in time of peace or 
war. 

Now, why come forth with this soft, asserting foolish resolu
tion for a commission. I am getting sick and tired of that word 
"commission." [Laughter.] 

This commission is to be composed of 4 sensible Members of 
this House, 4 sensible Senators, the Cabinet officers, and 5 
outsiders. We do not know where the outsiders are going to 
be or who they are going to be. I guess that the president of 
the Pennsylvania Railroad system will be one, and another will 
be from some other railroad system, one will be J. P. Morgan, 
another John D. Rockefeller, and another will be one of the 
Schweringens, of Ohio. [Laughter.] 

You understand the influences that are back behind this 
resolution, pretending to conscript capital and labor, in reality 
is to put labor in bondage in time of war for the paltry sum 
of a soldier's pay. That is the real intent and the motive of the 
powers that be. 

Every man that reads this language knows that no commis
.sion on earth can change the Constitution. If they are honest 
about it, I will tell you what they can do. Every one of you 
li-stening to me knows that this is the only existing thing they 
~an do. 

There is already pending in the United States Congress an 
amendment to the Constitution which says: 

Congress shall have the power in time of war to take private 
property for public uses and purposes of national defense-to fix the 
compensation for the same, or to take private property without com
pensation, by declaring the same to be necessary for the purpose of 
national defense. 

Everyone knows that that is the only thing that can be 
considered, and yet, they come here and talk about this foolish 
:resolution, and go out and parade it over the country to fool 

· somebody. That is all on earth that this resolution is for. 
Everyone knows that it can not do any good. I would not 
stultify myself, I will say to the gentleman from , Dakota, to 
come up here and tell you, knowing that it is not going to do 
any good, that I would vote for it. The idea of such a thing! 
The idea of my good friend talking like that. He has been 
before the Military Committee on his bill This man Spafford, 
who was at the head of the Legion, testified before that commit
tee, and when we put the question to him as to whether he did 
not know that they could not do this thing without an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States, he said that he knew 
that. Yet he was before that committee demagogueing, and he 
testified before that committee that he knew it could not be 
done, because the Constitution stood in the way. Yet they 
come forward and expect a Representative in Congress to 
stultify himself. For myself, this Capitol ·can fall down before 
I am going to violate the Constitution of the United States, 
with my eyes open. 

And another thing. The whole Capitol and everything in it 
can fall down before I am going to do violence to the poor men 
of this Republic who have to work for their living, and the poor 
women who have to tote the burdens and bear the children 
of this Republic. The poor man on the farm and the poor 
woman in the factory, the poor laborers in all walks of life, 
need to have the Constitution of the United States protect them 
in their rights. Yet we are called upon here by a respectable 
committee to do violence to their rights! We are called on here 
to say that through subterfuge and stealth we can go out and 
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take away all they have, that we can take their Uberty·, their 
labor, their all. 

1.\Ir. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. QUIN. No; I have not the time. The time has come 
when the impulses of true patriotism should move in the hearts 
of every man and woman in this House. Some think that 
under this resolution we can go out and commit the wrongs 
and outrages of So-viet Russia. The very things that they do 
over there are to go out and conscript in time of peace and 
in time of war the property and all of the labor of the country. 
Is it possible that this great Republic which is founded. by m~n 
who went out and risked their lives for us, who died on the 
battle fields, shall come to such a state? Our Constitution 
safeguards the rights of the humble and of the poor, the rich 
and the high and the low alike. Yet we are called on in 
peace times, in this stealthy manner, to set a trap and in time 
of war conscript labor. 

Do you know that that would be a dangerous thing to do 
even if we had the right to do it? Things would be so set 
that a tyrannical President who might happen to occupy the 
White House could inveigle us into a war and go out and take 
the small farms of the country and the factories of the country 
and the sawmills, all private property, conscript the labor of 
every man, with the United States Army back of him. 'I'he 
power you suggest here placed in the hands of a dangerous man 
could take a way our liberties. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. QUIN. I have not the time. 
It is, indeed, unfortunate that at this time when we have a 

commission abroad in order to talk about disarmament, about 
cutting down armed forces on sea and land., we should come up 
with this nefarious scheme in order to go out and have the right 
to lay the powerful hand of the Government on every dollar's 
worth of private property in the United States and on the 
labor of every poor man and woman of the Republic. Doe that 
seem sound in the face of our great pretense of sending this 
commission with a great hurrah over to a foreign country in 
order to stop war? I am not one of that belief who thinks that 
war is going to come to-morrow or next month. If we attend 
to our own business here in the United States, we will keep out 
of war. If this great Government remains true to its birthright 
and protects the integrity of that flag in the domain of this 
Republic, on the high seas and e-verywhere else, we are not 
going to have any war. It is when we violate the fundamentals 
of the Constitution, when we violate the morals of a great 
nation, when we violate the underlying principles of the Holy 
Bible that there is danger of our wandering into the field of war. 
(Applause.] If you want to have peace, hav-e it under the Con
stitution, and if we must have war, then have that war under 
the Constitution. · 

Some gentlemen have said that we do not get any property 
in time of war. I was on the Military Affairs Committee during 
all of the last war. We took property all the way from the 
Mexican line clear up to Canada, from the Atlantic Ocean to 
the Gulf of Mexico. Of course, we had to pay for it, and we 
ought to pay for it. Do you think it is right to take a man's 
property for any purpose and not pay for it? Under the emi
nent domain provision of the Constitution you must pay for 
private property when you take it for public use, and in order 
to conduct a war we have the right to .commandeer the prop
erty. Then some people said that others made too much profit. 
Why, we had taxation as high as 88 per cent of the net profits 
before that was closed. I am for removing profits in war time, 
but it must be done within the scope of the Constitution. 

-Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. QUIN. I have not the time, brother, though I would 
love to. Our Republic conducted that war, and we took nearly 
all profits of the rich, in taxes, and we came out of the war 
owing $26,000,000,000. We conscripted boys almost from the 
age of 18 years up to men of 45 years. We have just started 
the great pension system. We are paying now what will seem 
paltry sums of money in days to come, hundreds of millions of 
dollars a year for that war. Wait until we have gone 30 years 
more. The old pension system you had will never be anything 
to compare with it. Yet these people come along and talk as if 
they can :fix it up so that you can have everything and conduct 
the war without costing anything. War is costly and always 
will be. 

We must pay and pay heavily if we are going into any war, 
and we go into it with our eyes open, realizing the cost, realiz
ing the hazards, realizing that there is great discomfo~·t, and 
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any time this great Republic needs to lay hands on private 
individuals under the Constitution in time of war it can do it. 
But we can not under that Constitution take a laboring man 
and put him on a farm or in a factory or on a railroad on 
the pay of a private soldier. That is what this resolution 
means to do. That is the ultimate intent of the people who 
inspired it. Their intent, ab initio, is to have every person 
who toils for his living conscripted all at once into the United 
States Army. Labor will be forced to perform the regular 
work in private industry for the pay of a private ~oldier. 
When you vote for this resolution you will vote that very thing. 
You will say, H Well, Mr. Laboring Man, I voted for that, but 
I knew it could not amount to anything." Do not be a hypo
crite. By the eternals, let us be honest and vote this thing 
down like men of true faith and true character. [Applause.] 
Place in this resolution an amendment exempting labor from 
consideration by the commission, and let us know you are after 
capital. I am willing to inquire about profits and stop all 
profiteering with a constitutional amendment. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen
tleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA]. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, this bill presents a very 
interesting question on eugenics. It is known as the Snell
Wainwright-McSwain-Johnson resolution; and no offspring with 
such a multitudinous and variety of fathers can be a whOlesome 
child. [Laughter.) It is quite appropriate; and I think the 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Rules intentionally 
called the bill up to-day on April fool day, because, unless this 
bill is radically amended, it is an April fool to every member of 
the American Legion and to organized labor. 

1\Ir. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Has the gentleman overlooked Mr. GRUNDY? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It does not mean what it says, and it does 
not say what it means. The present commander of the Ameri
can Legion, Mr. Bodenhamer, speaking before the annual con
vention of the American Federation of Labor in Toronto on 
October 7, 1929, among other things, stated : 

Now, my friends, I am not presenting to you to-day for Y-our considera
tion any definite bill relative to such a selective service act. I am, how
ever, asking your patient and careful consideration o! the principle 
involved, which ·underlies what some of us refer to as the universal 
draft. You and I must admit that the burden of war is the Nation's 
burden. It should, therefore, fall equally upon all men and upon all 
property. There should be no p.rofit in war. War is a national sacrifice, 
and every citizen and the property of every citizen should join in that 
sacrifice. 

There is no doubt that the taking of property as well as 
drafting of man power and elimination of all war profits are con
templated when the ex-service man talks about a universal 
draft law. 

You ask any of the humhle members of the American Legion, 
you ask any of the doughboys who did the fighting, what they 
think we are considering to-day, and they will tell you "A uni
versal draft bill that will take the profits out of war, a bill that 
will take a man's property as it does another man's life " ; and 
yet there is not a thing in this bill that will do that. It is 
honest in its frank statement that it will attempt to try to seek 
to minimize the profits of war. There is not a Member on the 
floor of this House who will state that under the provisions of 
this bill the commission could recommend a law that would 
seize property, or that the commission could recommend a con
stitutional amendment to permit the taking of property in time 
of war. If a constitutional amendment is necessary to take the 
profits out of war, let us direct the commission to study that 
part of the problem. Unless such an amendment Is placed in 
this-resolution I would not vote for it. 

Gentlemen, something is wrong in a system wh.kh permits 
the Government to reach out in one family, take a boy, put a 

· uniform on him, and send him to fight and die, and to reach out 
to another family and hand it a cost-plus contract to make 
profits out of a war. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairm~ will the gentleman yield there'P 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 
Mr. SNELL. As a matter of fact, the only thing that this 

resolution is trying to do is to study the question and see if we 
can accomplish what we are trying to do. The intention of this 
resolution is to study and see if we can do what you want to 
have done. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Let me say to the distinguished gentleman 
from New York that the boys in the trenches for several months 
did a lot of studying and thinking, and it is not necessary to be 
a great constitutional lawyer to know that we must go to the 
root of this problem. If our Constitution protects one citizen's 
property and dollars but renders anot.Qer liable .to military serv-

ice which may cost him his ll!e, let us prepare now to change 
the Constitution. 

What will be the result of this resolution? You ·wm come in 
and reeommend the machinery and a law drawn to conscript 
man power in an emergency and leave conditions as they were 
during the last war, where bankers and manufacturers made 
millions. 

Gentlemen, I have had some experience in seeing a law of 
this kind put into effect in times of peace under the guise of 
an emergency. In Austria-Hungary there was a great railroad 
strike, tying up the whole railroad system, and Franz Josef. the 
then Emperor of Austria and Apostolic King of Hungary, con
scripted every railroad man, put a uniform on them, and mili
tarized the railroads. Do you want to imitate the policy of the 
Hapsb-urg dynasty in the United States? 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. QurN) stated that we 
passed an 88 per cent surtax in the war. That is trae. · Not
withstanding, there were huge and many fortunes made in the 
last war. Raincoat contracts, cantonment contracts, munition 
contracts, real estate, airplanes, money, money, money! For
tunes were made out of every war. You may have had an 
88 per cent tax in the last bracket of surtax, but you had a 100 
per cent tax on the doughboys who did not come back. 

What ~ national paradox we present to the world to-day! 
A commission in London, struggling against overwhelming ob
stacles, assuming leadership in the world movement for peace. 
setting a good example as a powerful nation, and willing to 
bring down armamen..ts in furtherance of permanent peace, 
and at the same time the American House of Representatives 
seeking to create a commission to study ways and means to con
script men in the event of war. If it is only men that are to 
be drafted and not property there is no necessity of this resolu
tion. A draft law was passed for the last war. Seeing the 
lady from California [Mrs. KAHN), I remember yonr distin
guished husband. He was on the Committee on Military 
Affairs. In 1917, during my first term in the Hause, when some 
of the Members did not grasp the necessity of sending a mil
lion men across the sea, Julius Kahn overnight erune in with a 
minority report, and the House passed the draft law. 

Why, in 1930, when we are so fortunately situated, and 
when we are in a position to maintain this leadership for peace, 
are we starting now to form a commission to be m:li.'UD.derstood 
all over the world, that will result in the drafting of man 
power and labor and continue to protect the war profiteer? 
In the face of the speech made by the commander of the Ameri
can Legion, Mr. Bodenhamer, at the meeting of the American 
Federation of Labor at Toronto, the executive co-uncil recom
mended against this resolution. 

Let me read the reports of the federation on this question. 
It was put before the convent!illl, and the report against the 
bill was unanimously adopted. If there was one proposition 
that came before the American Federation of Labor that they 
were unanimous on, it was the opposition to this resolution, 
because labor knows that they wm carry the burden, and you 
will not stop your war profiteers by this legislati<ID. 

The executive council of the federation in disapproving the 
plan of conscription closes its report with the terse inquiry : 
" Why should there be any conscription? " 

The report which was unanimously adopted by the convention 
of the American Federation of Labor at the last annual conven

. tion is as follows : 
[Report of the committee on resolutions, at Toronto, Canada, October 

16, 1929] 
NATIONAL LEGISLATION--CONSCRIPTION 

In tbe section of its re-port subtitled " eonecription,'' page 82, the 
executive eouncil reports at some length on the subject of pending 
bills providing for both military and industrial conscription in times of 
so-ealled H national emergencies." 

Your committee heartily indorses the firm stand taken by the execu
tive council against the enactment of the proposed conscription legis
lation. The action of t)le council in this respect 1s in tun accord with 
the attitude of the American Federation of Labor as clearly expressed 
by previous convention& 

In the light of the world-wide agreement for peace, as represented by 
the multilateral treaty for the renunciation of war and the growing 
demand for the reduction of armaments, the people of .America can well 
afford to turn their thoughts and direct their energies toward the pro
motion of peace. The United Stntes now occupies a leading position in 
the movement to avoid war as a means of settling disputes between 
nations. It is therefore essential as an evidence of good faith that the 
American people shall, at least for the present, refrain from warlike 
preparations in the enactment of legislation. Even though war might 
become inevitable, the sort of conscription proposals now pending would 
not add to. the Nation's strength. Conscripted labor is necessarJJy 
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forced labor, wb:tcb, as is proved by the experience of the ages, is never sition to study the question and see if we can do just what the 
as efficient as voluntary labor. It is practically certain that under gentleman is saying ought to be done, it is the gentleman from 
industrial conscription the trade-unions wonld be either dissolved or New Thrk [Mr. LAGUARDIA.], if the gentleman believes what he 
prevented from functioning in any elfective manner, with the reB?"lt has stated to-day. I have never been a very earnest supporter 
that, regardless of their relations to and with the Government dnnng of this bill until now. I am beginning to think it-is all right. 
the war the workers woilld be placed at the .merey of the employers The American Legion spent a great deal of time on this, and they 
immedia,tely at the conclusion of the Will.". Industrial conscription, feel that it is an important measure and we should give this 
therefore, would be in the interests of the most reactionary employing the study that they are asking for, and the gentleman [Mr. LA.
interests and not in the interests of the Nation. GUARDIA], who has been one of their supporters in the House 

Your committee recommends that the report of the executive council and has always been in favor of everything they wanted, if he 
on this subject be approved, and further recommends that the American believes what he stated here to-day, should support this reso
Federation of Labor now agaln reiterate its opposition to all legislation lution. 
proposing conscription. . Mr. LAGUARDIA. The fact that I am not to-day for what 

The report of the committee was unanimously adopted. they want shows that I can do my own thinking in this instance, 
as on every bill that comes before us. 

Mr. CONNERY. Will the gentleman yield? Mr. SNELL. But the gentleman has not answered my ques-
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield. . tion. 
Mr. CONNERY. I would like to ask the gentleman right Mr. LAGUARDIA. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

there if we did not, right after the ,war have the experience of SNELL] wishes to support everything that the American Legion 
the Mellon plan soldiers' bonus, and we received propaganda favors -there are a couple of good bills right now for the care 
from all over the United States, "We are in favor of the Mellon of veterans which the American Legion is supporting, and I 
plan, but do not pay the soldiers' bonus." invite the cooperation of the gentleman on those bills. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes; and we were told that we would be Mr.SNELL. IfthegentlemanfromNewYork [Mr.LAGUARDIA.] 
short $300,0QO,OOO that year as a scare, when as a matter of fact, bad been on the floor yesterday be would have learned that 
we had a surplus of $300,000,000. · those bills will be considered in the next few days. There has 

Mr. CONNERY. And we will get the same thing if any com- been no opposition to the bill so far as the present gentleman 
mission starts investigating. Labor will be conscripted, but not from New York is concerned. 
capitaL Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is encouraging. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York Mr. CONNERY. May I ask the gentleman, the distinguished 
has expired. chairman of the Committee on Rules, through the gentleman 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. May I have five more minutes to answer from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA.], what his position is about 
the gentleman? paying the soldiers' bonus in cash now? 

Mr. SNELL. I yield five additional minutes to the gentleman Mr. SNELL. I am opposed to it, as every friend of the Legion 
from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA]. ought to be. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will tell you what will happen if we get Mr. CONNERY. That is along the line of the old Mellon 
, into another war. You and I, Mr. CoNNERY, will go, and some of plan. 

these constitutional lawyers will stay home and tell us why Mr. SNELL. Well, the gentleman got an answer, did he not? 
the Government can not conscript money and property. . Mr. LAGUARDIA. In closing I will say that this resolution 

Mr. CONNERY. If the gentleman will allow me, my Impres- should be amended as- I have indicated. Let us be fair about 
sion is that if another war comes, I would have a strong desire this. We are either going to equalize the burdens of war or we 
to stand up on the floor of the Honse ot Representatives and ~y, are not. We are now confronted with a constitutional obstacle, 
"You go and we will stay, and when you come back we Will and we should remove that obstacle first and then we will know 
tell you,'' You must not commercialize your patriotism when that we will equalize the burdens of war. 
you ask for a soldier's bonus.' " The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SIROVICH. Will the gentleman yield for a question? Mr. POU. I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield. [Mr. PATMAN]. 
Mr SIROVICH. Will the gentleman explain why the Amer- Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, those of us who have been 

ican ·Federation of Labor and the ~rican .Legion are dia- receiving requests from members of the American Legion to 
metrically opposed on this proposition f vote foi· the Reed-Wainwright resolution should not be misled 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The American Legion-speaking now of into voting for this Snell-Grundy resolution on the theory that 
the rank and file, the boys that the gentleman and, I lrn<?w-are it attempts to do exactly what the Wainwright-Reed resolution 
under a misapprehension of what we a.re doing. 'Ihey smcerely proposes to do. 
believe that we are trying to take the profits ou~ of war, ~nd I do not agree with a number of Members of this House that 
the American Federation of Labor is against this proposition we should prepare for a war of aggression. I believe that our 
because they know that it will not be done. They have got efforts in preparing for war should be based solely upon _ the 
good common sense, and they know they will get the worst of theory that our Nati-on will engage in war if necessary for de
it, as they always do. If the resolution is amended so as to fensive purposes in our own country, anq not a war of aggres
specifically provide for a study of the method, even by con- sion. 
stitutional amendment, whereby property can be taken, I think When the merchant marine act was before Congress in 1928, 
it would be otherwise. one argument that was used more than any other was the fact 

This country was impressed when President Harding, at the that the ships built by private · individuals with Government 
grave of the Unknown Soldier, pledged himself and the Amer- money, which was granted under the act, could be used to trans
lean peopl-e to a policy that would take the profits out of. war. port our boys across the sea in the event of another war. I do 

In face of that, in face of the pledges made by both parties, a not like this a1·gument. It occurs to me that the argument was 
resolution is brought in here to create a commission to recom- used so much and there was so much money given by the Gov
mend a law to conseript men. Oh, it is very definite in Its p~ovi- ernment for the building of these ships that our foreign friends 
sions-to draft a bill to conscript the man power-and then it may consider this move as an effort on the part of the United 
says, "To minimize the profits of war.'' We want to .~ke. the States Government to prepare for war in a different way from 
profits out of war entirely. Even tb.ough profits are mJ,Dunized, building battleships and submarines. 
millions will be made by some while others die in service. The Government has given and is giving billions of dollars to 

Gentlemen, I say this resolution does not represent the views build a merchant marine. Under the pretense of demanding 
of the men who had months and months of time in the trenches some service to be rendered by steamship companies, our Gov
to think this over. Either provide for a study to draft property ern.ment is giving these companies as much as $7,000 to trans-
or the resolution will be defeated. port a pound of letters, a service that is not worth,_ $1. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield? A more inopportune time could not be chosen fO'r the con-
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield. sideration of such a resolution as we have before us to-day. 
Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman state where there is a word This is a time when the United States is trying to make per-

in this bill which says anything about conscripting man power? manent peace tenils with the civilized nations of the world. 
The "'entleman said it was definitely in this bill that we were This resolution says that a commission shall be appointed to 
goin:' to conscript man power. Will the gentleman tell me study the policies to be pursued in the event of war. The time 
where it is? would not be inopportune to submit a proposal to the several 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If not, then what is the purpose of the States of this Nation Of an amendment to the United States 
bill?" Constitution which would allow Congress to draft private prop-

Mr. SNELL. I have tried to tell the gentleman several times, erty, su~ as manufacture am~unition,. firearms, and battle
and if there is one man on the floor of this House who should ships, w~thout compensation durmg a natiOnal emergency. Such 
be m<>st enthusiastic in support of this bill for this general propo- _ a proposal would be ln the interest of peace. 
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. _ It is thought that if we enact legislation in time ot peace 
that will absolutely prevent anyone from making a profit on 
his wealth during war that it will render the possibility of war 
less likely. In other words,-it is thought that the enormous and 
excessive profits that one might make from the large capital or 
wealth that he possesses will induce such a person to be favor
ably inclined to our country entering a war when otherwise he 
would not. It has never been claimed that one would be favor
·ably inclined to our country entering a war for th~ purpose of 
receivi..ng a high wage or salary for personal se'rVl.ces. Wage 
earners do not try to break up peace conferences. No one be
lieves that there is a possibility of any such inducement in the 
minds or hearts of the people of the United States. Therefore 
there is no necessity for .a law to draft man power or labor, 
but there is a necessity to provide for a law in time of peace 
that the capital and wealth of om· Nation shall not profit in the 
event of a war. . 

Article V of the amendments to the Federal Constituti?n 
provides: 

Nor shall private property be taken for public use without just 
compensation. 

l\fan power can be drafted in the event of a war under the 
present Constitution. Property or wealth can not _be d':'afted 
or the profits thereof minimized to tbe extent of serv1ce Without 
pay without an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States. f his 

There is not a lawyer or a person who is a Member o t 
House who does not know that man power can be drafted 
without a constitutional amendment, but that property ~nd 
wealth can not be drafted to equalize the burdens of war With
out a constitutional amendment permitting it. Therefore, 
nothing can be done by Congress to take all the ev.~s that ex
isted during the World War in the form ~f. excessive and e~
tortionate profits out of war until the proVIsiOns of the Con_sti
tution have been amended to permit it. The Snell resolutiOn, 
H. J. Res. 251, provides that a commission shall be created tu 
study and consider the feasibility of eq:oalizing the burd~n~ and 
minimize the profits of war together Wit~ a study of polic1_es ~ 
be pursued in the event of war, so as to empower the Pres1d~n" 
to Immediately mobilize all the resources of the country. NoticE: 
that it is to minimize the "profits of war" 1 If a bill should 
pass Congress and be enacted into a law providing that m~n 
power and property should be _drafted _in _ tJ:te _even_t of war, m 
compliance with a report of this com~sswn, It ~11 be kn~wn 
to every person in this House that such a law will be constitu
tional as to man power and unconstitutional as to property. 

I believe that this resolution will load this meritorious propo
sition of drafting wealth in time of war down with needless 
and useless amendments that will cause its defeat. 

The American Legion of the United States has since its first 
caucus in 1919 advocated that laws be passed by Congress to 
take the profit out of war. It is possible for. Congress to p_ass 
such legislation now affecting man power Without a constitu
tional amendment. 

It is absolutely impossible to pass such a l~w for property o_r 
wealth without amending article 5 of the Umted States Con_stl
tution, which says that private p_roperty shall not b~ taken ~~th
out just compensation. The Uruted States courts m_ constru~g 
what is just compensation have been very generous m granting 
liberal profits. It occurs to me that before Congress at~empts to 
pass any universal draft act it should first get the Constitution of 
the United States amended, if the people desire it amended, in 
order that property may be dl·afted the same as man po~er. 

Mr. PATMAN. Does the gentleman mean to say that tbe. 
present national commander indorses this Snell resolution? 

:Mr. SNELL. I read it over to him in my office. 
Mr. PATMAN. I want to say that the Snell-Grundy resolu

tion and the Wainwright-Reed resolution are just as far apart 
as the poles. The Wainwright-Reed resolution states, in sub-

_stance, that they want something that will cause the profits 
to be taken out ot war. That is the Wainwright-Reed resolu
tion and that is the resolution which the American Legion in
dorsed at the Louisville convention last August. But this is 
an entirely different resolution, and it has for its purpose not 
the taking of profits out of war but the purpose of minimizing 
the profits, and the only way you can minimize them is to grant 
the just compensation provided by the Constitution of the United 
States. It will be effective as to man power, but will be uncon
stitution~l as to prope1~ty. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield further?
:Mr. PATMAN. I yield. 
Mr. SNELL. Would the gentleman be for the resolution i.t 

we changed the wording and took out the word "mininlize "? 
Mr. PATMAN. I will be for it if you will amend the resolu

tion so the commission will make a study of preparing an 
amendment to the Constitution which will permit the drafting 
of capital and wealth during war time, in order that they may 
not make a profit out of our country's misery and misfortune. 

Mr. SNELL. Permit me to state to the gentleman that there 
is no limit to the study the commission can make. It is not 

· intended to limit that study in any respect. The commission 
may recommend an amendment to the Constitution, and if there 
is any amendment which the gentleman can suggest that WI11 
strengthen the resolution I shall be glad to put it in. 

Mr. PATMAN. I intend to propose an amendment and I 
hope the gentleman will agree to it. The resolution adopted 
by the American Legion and discussed by the national com
mander of the American Levon, says that Congress shall pro-

. vide a way to take the profits out of war. This Snell resolu
tion (H. J. Res. 41) provides that this commission shall con
sider the feasibility of " minimizing the profits of wru·." Under 
the Constitution, Article 5 of the amendm~nts, profits can not 
be minimized below what would be termed as just compensation 
for taking private property. Therefore, any report such a pro-

1 posed commission might make and any law enacted in pursuance 
thereof would be effective as to man power and unconstitutional 
as to property. 

Mr. CONNERY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PATMAN. Yes. 
Mr. CONNERY. Do I understand it is the gentleman's idea 

that the Military Affairs Committee of the House of Repre
sentatives should be able to bring in a constitutional amend
ment, it necessary, and that it could bring in the representa
tives of labor, the soldiers, and everybody else and get this 
information just as well as the commission? 

Mr. PATMAN. Tbe gentleman is correct. 
The only consideration that Congress should give to this sub

ject at this time is the question of amending the Constitution 
of the United States in order that property might be drafted · 
and used in the event of war without profit to its owner. When 
that is done then a universal draft act might be considered, but 
should not be considered before that time. 

December 9, 1929, I introduced House Joint Resolution 151, 
which proposed an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States with reference to the taking of private property for pub
lic use in time of war. In support of the resolution, I gave 
out an interview which was published in a number of news
papers of the Nation, as follows: 

The American Legion at its recent national convention at 
Louisville, Ky., passed a resolution indorsing the propo~ition 
of having a coinmittee appointed for the purpose of making a WASHINGTON, D. C., December 9.-A joint resolution will to-day be 
careful and extensive study of universal draft legislation, and introduced in Congress by Representative PA:r~uN, of Texas, proposing 
indor~ed S. J. Res. 20 and H. J. Res. 41, or the Reed-Wainwright an amendment to the Constitution of the United States with reference 
resolution introduced for that purpose. The Wainwright-Reed to the ta.idng of private property for public use during the time of war. 
resolution provides that its object is to take the profit out of The proposal, if passed by Congress, must be ratified by the legislatures 
war and to require citizens to contribute to our Nation's sue- of three-fourths of the several States before becoming effective. 
cess in ·war according to their several capacities and resources. " The objeet of this amendment to the Constitution," said Mr. PATMAN, 

The national commander of the American Legion has through- "is to permit Congress to pass laws taking the profit out of war. I do 
out the length and breadth of this country proclaimed the vir- not believe in war; it would be a sad day to us to know that we are 
tues of this legislation and asked the people of this Nation to rearing and educating our boys to be used a.s cannon fodder to fight an 
ask that Congress pass it. Remember that resolution has for unavoidable war. Any kind of legislation that will outlaw war I am 
its purpose a way to take the profit out of war. for, but if war comes anyway I am in favor of any kind of legislation 

One day before H. J. Res. 251 is to come before the House that will have a tendency to bring it to a close. If we have legislation 
for consideration we have been advised that it has been substi- in advance against the making of profit of any concern, war will be less 
tuted for the Reed-Wainwright resolution. The two resolutions likely; the money barons and steel magnates will join us in using their 
are as far apart as the poles. infiuence in preventing war. United States Steel Corporation during 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield? the year 1914 made $23,000,000 profit; during the year 1917, the first 
Mr. PATMAN. I yield. year of the World War, it made net profits of mo.re than $477,000,000 
1\Ir. SNELL. I have talked this over with the commander of I or $1,500,000 a day or approximately $200,000 an hour. There was no 

the American Legion. He said he is entirely satisfied with the financial incentive for that concern to want war brought to a close. My 
wording of the present resolution, ~d I took his word for it. opinion is that legislation should provide that a concern like the United 
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States Steel Corporation should be required to escheat to the Govern
ment for the prosecution of war all profits. 

"The United States Steel Corporation is just one concern of the 37 
leading companies in the United States that made so much money on 
account of its country's misfortune and from human misery and suffering. 

" The American Legion can not carry into execution its plans to take 
the profit out of war until this amendment to the Constitution is adopted. 
Under our present Constitution man power can be drafted without profits 
to the men who do the fighting as was done during the recent war, but 
the Constitution provides that just compensation must be paid to private 
prop€rty or capital. The Federal courts in construing this provision 
have been very liberal and oftentimes allow what is thought to be 
excessive profits upon fictitious and watered stocks and bonds. 

" If my amendment is adopted, then capital can be drafted the same 
as man power in the event of war. • 

"The American Legion's recent proposed bill provides that the 
President may draft into service the man power of the country between 
certain ages in the event of war or when the President shall judge the 
same to be imminent. I believe this bill should be restricted to per· 
mit the Executive to exercise such prerogative only in the event of war 
and that the language • or when the President shall judge the same to 
be imminent ' should be stricken out. 

" Hon. Edward Spafford, former national commander of the American 
Legion, admitted before a congressional committee that under the 
present Constitution that capital can not be drafted. Mr. Spafford is 
correct, hence I am proposing this amendment to the Constitution. 

" If we were to have another war and wealth would be concen
tra ted in the hands of a few as rapidly as the profits of the last war was 
so concentrated, the wealth of our Nation would then be in the bands 
and under the control of a very few families in the United States. 
There were more than 23,000 millionaires made during the war from 
excessive war profits. As a result less than 12 per cent of our people 
own more than 90 per cent of the $355,000,000,000 of our national 
wealth. Furthermore, by reason of such condition the number of people 
acquiring more than $1,000,000 each year is rapidly increasing. A few 
people are acquiring wealth at the rate of $10,000,000 a year, doubtless 
as a result of the enormous assets accumulated by them during the 
recent World War. 

" The activities of shipbuilders in spending a large sum of money to 
break up a recent peace conference is proof of what will be done by 
them for anticipated profits. If they will spend money to destroy our 
chance for world peace, they will get us in a war for tbe purpose of 
making large profits." 

We should carefully consider before enacting a law that 
would prohibit men and women from making a good wage and 
a good salary during war. Many patriotic people contend that 
individual initiative should be encouraged by the reward of 
good wages for personal services in order that the men who 
actually fight the battles might be properly backed up by an 
active, energetic civilian population. These people contend that 
to deprive the civilian population of a reasonable wage or even 
a profit for personal services during a war would be to encour
age in many cases laziness and lack of energy and initiative. 
The men who fight and their dependents should be liberally and 
generously provided for at the expense of property and wealth 
that is protected and benefited by reason of their sacrifices to 
the cause of their country. 

I r epeat, only the question of amending the Constitution of 
the United States so that property or capital can be drafted in 
the event of war should be considered at this time. In other 
words, we should consider amending our Constitution so that 
property or wealth should not be permitted to enhance in value 
during a war, but- so much of it as is necessary should be used 
to properly encourage our soldiers and civilian population to 
render the best possible individual service during a war. 

It would be just as reasonable to ask that the Constitution of 
the United States be amended so that man power could not be 
drafted in the event of war as it is to refuse to endeavor 
to amend the Constitution so that wealth can be drafted. 
Because under the present Constitution man power can be 
drafted, but wealth is guaranteed a reasonable profit, which 
oftentimes amounts to a higher return on watered stocks and 
bonds. 

I have always thought that the object of the universal draft 
act was to prevent huge fortunes to be made by thousands of 
millionaires by reason of our country's misfortune. This legis
lation in its present form has no tendency to cure that evil. 
On the other hand, it is calculated to reduce labor, including 
tbe soldiers and civilian population to wages tantamount to 
poverty or legalized slavery and to permit capital and huge 
wealth to combine and make many times mo.re profits than has 
ever been made in a previous war. 

I know the argument will be made here to-day that you can 
use the taxing power to keep down wealth, but that is not the 
effective way to do it, because 10 years after the last war we 
see the United States Steel Corporation getting a refund on the 

amount of taxes it paid during the World War, some claiming 
the refunds amounting to almost $100,000,000. Besides that, 
remember that those tax ~eturns are secret. There is no per
son on earth except the Secretary of the Treasury or some one 
under his direction who can examine those returns, and he has 
the right to make any refund he wants to make. So if you go 
on the theory that the taxing power is sufficient, you are believ
ing in our man power serving without profit, open and above 
board, and the big wealth and corporations of our Nation, 
that made such huge profits during the last war, can make a 
secret return to an agency that will not disclose the return, 
and with the right to make any refund they desire to make. 
One will be open service for small pay and the other will be 
highly paid for a secret return. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
bas expired. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Cbainnan, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle
man from South Carolina [Mr. McSwAIN], and I express the 
hope that the gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL] can 
supplement it with five minutes. 

Mr. SNELL. I will yield the gentleman five minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina is 

reco~ized for 15 minutes. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. May I express the hope that mY! 

colleague will yield to him at least as much time as was yielded 
to me. 

Mr. SNELL. The gentleman from New York would yield it 
if he had it. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I trust the gentleman will be as liberal 
as be can with the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. SNELL. I have yielded all the time the gentleman bas 
asked for. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of the 
committee, I am intensely gratified that questions relating to the 
national defense are not partisan. I have been on the Com
mittee on Military Affairs for some seven or eight years and 
never has a shadow of partisan feeling or party issues come 
across the threshold of that committee. On this particular 
question Democrats can not consistently be urged to vote in 
opposition to this resolution. While it is true the party plat
form of 1928 contained no declaration, the platform of 1924 did 
contain this language: 

In the event of war in which the man power of the Nation is drafted, 
all other resources should likewise be drafted. This will tend to dis
courage war by depriving it of its profits. 

That was the theory of the Democratic Party. In the same 
campaign the Republican Party declared in substance for the 
same principle. Now, why did both party platforms contain 
this declaration? It was because when the men-2,000,000 of 
them-who had been fighting on the other side and enduring 
agonies indescribable both going to and coming from the scene 
of battle, as well as upon that scene, discovered that something 
like 22,000 new uullionaires had been made during the war 
period indignation rose within their breasts. When their 
fathers and mothers and brothers and sisters realized what 
bad happened, how unequally and unfairly the burdens of war 
had been distributed, a cry went up from every quarter that 
in the event of another war the stay at homes and slackers shall 
not be permitted to grow rich out of the country's misfortune. 

Now, you may say what you please about the American 
Legion. It is composed of patriotic men. It is true I do not 
take orders from it. The American Legion was back of the 
bill of my distinguished friend from South Dakota, but I feared 
that it contained some of the latent dangers that some of the 
gentlemen who have spoken in opposition to. this resolution have 
expressed, and for that reason I fought it twice on this floor; 
but I say to you that the feeling that was in the hearts of the 
boys when they came back and in the hearts of their families 
was a righteous feeling. Even those who have spoken in 
opposition to this resolution here to-day have expressed the 
same feeling of indignation. 

Twelve years have passed since demobilization. The Ameri
can Legion is made up of 860,000 ex-service men, every one of 
whom is as free as every other one to express his feelings in 
their meetings. There is no rank or caste in the American 
Legion. 

The commander is addressed by every member of that organi
zation as comrade, and be addresses every member of the organi
zation as comrade. Everyone is free to express himself, and 
the American Legion through these 12 years has kept the fires 
of resolution upon this quest ion burning and but for their in
sistence the fires might have died out. We might have forgot
ten, amid the multitude of occupations that peace affords, the 
high and solemn resolutions we made when the boys came back 
that this thing should not happen again. We did make this 
resolution.- Was it- not a high and holy one? It was. Now, 

( 
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what are we going to do about it? Are we not going to make a 
start? Are we not going to do something? 

It has been said here that the secret purpose is in some way 
to enslave the lab3ring man and indirectly enrich capital. 

In 1922, serving my first term in this House, and not being a 
member of the Committee on Military Affairs, I still had this 
feeling burning hot in my breast. I did not see anything being 
done about it, and so I sat down myself, without taking orders 
from anybody, and framed what is now said to be the basis of 
the resolution before us to-day. 

I deny that there is any man in this House or anywhere else 
who is a better friend to the common man than I am. I do not 
say I am a better friend than he is, but I deny that he has in his 
heart deeper devotion or greater loyalty to the interests of the 
masses of the people than I have. 

I thought this was a good way to proceed. I may have been 
mistaken, but I am going to stand by the proposition. If it 
is amended here in a proper way, as has been suggested by the 
gentleman from Texas, so that the study shall be confined to 
a denial of all profits, I will vote for that amendment, and if 
the gentleman offers an amendment to the resolution to in
corporate among the subjects fuat the commission shall study 
the question of whether a constitutional amendment is neces
sary, I will vote for that. I want the commission to have the 
entire subject before it. 

l\1r. CONNERY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McSWAIN. Yes; I yield. . 
Mr. CONNERY. The gentleman is a member of the Com

mittee on :Military Affairs, is he not? 
Mr. McSWAIN. Yes. 
Mr. CONNERY. Does not the gentleman think t~e Com

mittee on Military Affairs has the capability, the power, and 
the ability to bring to the floor of the House a constitutional 
amendment w. thout having a commission to study the matter? 

Mr. McSW .AIN. All right; I will answer the gentleman. 
Mr. CONNERY. I want to say that I have the highest re

spect for the gentleman who is now speaking ; I know his 
sincerity, and I do not believe in getting any commission of 
Cabinet officers or anybody else, but I believe in taking the 
word of the gentleman's committee and having them bring in 
some proposed legislation. 

Mr. McSWAIN. All right, gentlemen, that is a fair question 
and I am going to try to answer it fairly and sincerely. 

I have been a member of that committee for seven or eight 
years. I suspect it has more bills before it than any other 
committee in this House with perhaps the exception of the 
Claims Committee. If you could see the printed calendar of 
that committee, with its eight or nine hundred bills, with 
Members all over this House pressing and urging us to have 
hearings and to consider their bills, you would see that we have 
no time to consider the fundamental and complex problems 
involved in this matter. 

Now, I will tell you what was in my mind when I originally 
proposed this. If there is anything wrong about the Cabinet 
members being included, it was suggested by me. If there is 
anything wrong about having five outstanding civilians to 

: advise us, I am responsible for making that suggestion. 
Mr. WRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McSWAIN. Certainly. 
Mr. WRIGHT. Does not the gentleman recall that while 

his resolution was pending before the Committee on Military 
Affairs of the House several years ago that very extensive 
hearings were held on the bill? 

I Mr. McSWAIN. I recall it very well, because so deeply in 
earnest was I that with the authority of the chairman of the 
committee, J' ohn C. · McKenzie, I conducted the hearings, and 
here are the hearings--254 pages of hearings. 

We had before the committee men who had had direct con· 
· tact with the problems during the war. We asked the then 

Secretary of Commerce, Herbert Hoover, to appear, and he did 
appear, and here is his testimony. I think we are obliged to 
say, as fair people, that he is a good business man and a pa
triotic citizen, and he said that he believed the profits could be 
taken out of war. He ought to know. He was chairman of the 
Food Conservation Commission. 

Bernard M. Baruch, who was chairman of the War Industries 
Board, said he believed not only that the profits could be but 
that they ought to be tal~en out of war. 

Gentlemen talk about the purpose of this legislation being 
secretly to inveigle labor into a conscription that will make 
them, you might say, war-time slaves. Mr. Baruch has said 
time and time again, in the magazine the World's Work, for 
which he prepared an article, in his lectures at the War Col
lege, and· in his lectures on other occasions, that he felt that 
any eff'ort to conscript labor for industrial purposes during war 
wowd be an economic mistake, and so do :£. ~~ 41" ~ I am 

concerned, I would fight it as long as there was breath in my _ 
body. Why? Not so much for partisanship toward any class 
but for love of national defense, because I believe it would 
weaken our defense instead of strengthening it. 

I believe that it would destroy the necessary initiative. So 
that, gentlemen, whether you amend this resolution or not, 
something ought to be done about it. Some action must be 
taken. 

I doubt iL there is a · Member in this House, with one or two 
exceptions, who at some time in speaking to his constituents 
back home has not denounced the horrible condition of affairs 
that existed during the profiteering in time of war. And it is 
on your conscience and memory whether or not when you made 
that declaration the ex-service men did not give you approval 
by their handclapping and saying, "Yes; that is the thing that 
ought to be done; that is human justice, right and fair." 

The gentleman from New York says that it is not fair to go 
into one family and take their boys, who by their labor were 
the mainstay of the family, and send them to the front, maybe 
to lose their lives or their health, and say to another family 
"Take a war contract and get rich." 

The difference between me and the gentleman from New York 
is this, that I propose to try to do something about it ; but he 
says, because he does not agree with my procedure, to let us 
do nothing. When are we going to do something? I think 
now is the time to do it, although we are a little late in 
starting. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McSWAIN. I yield. 
Mr. SNELL. .As far as I am concerned, I have no objection 

to the amendment that has been suggested, if it will make the 
resolution any stronger. 

Mr. McSWAIN. I am only speaking for myself; I have not 
consulted with anybody about anything. I am speaking of 
what is in my heart and in my mind. 

Now, for the able and ingenious gentleman from New York, 
let me call his attention to the constitutional amendment that 
he talks about. It is pending in the Senate. The first part of 
the resolution is this: 

Congress shall have the power in time or war to take private prop
erty for public use and for purposes of national defense, and to fix 
compensation for the same. 

We have got that power now. Is there a lawyer in the 
House or outside of it, who has · ever read a line of constitu
tional law, who denies that we have the right in time of war 
to take private property if we pay for it? 

All right; nobody denies that; they can not honestly, and I 
know they would not insincerely. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. SNELL. I will yield the gentleman five minutes more. 
[.Applause.] 

Mr. McSWAIN. I thank the gentleman. Here is that part 
of the proposed constitutional amendment that they say we 
need-that is, the right to take private property without com
pensation by declaring the same to be necessary for national 
defense. 

Now, I say to the gentleman that I am not in favor of that. 
Why? Because you will not need to take all private property; 
they will take yours and leave mine; they will not pay you, 
while I am making an inordinate profit out of mine. 

How are you going to solve it? The only solution, gentle
men, is to levy taxes heavy enough-and you have got the 
power to tax, the unlimited power to tax in both peace and 
war-to levy taxes heav_y enough to pay the war debt while 
the war is being fought 

The war has got to be fought by the boys at that particular 
time; the boys can not say, "Oh, wen, let us pass this fight on 
to the next generation." 

Mr. PATMAN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McSWAIN. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. PATMAN. The gentleman will admit that the courage 

of the boys will be open and abov!=!bOard, while the taxes 
assessed are secret? 

Mr. McSWAIN. According to the present law, yes; but Con
gress has the power to impose open taxes, and it should exercise 
that power in peace and war. [Applause.] · 

Now, here the resolution says to take private property for 
war purposes without paying for it-to take your faetory and· 
leave mine, to take your land and leave mine, to take your 
money and leave mine. That is not fair. We will never agree 
to it. The thing to do is to levy taxes so high that the war 
will be paid for while it is being fought. 

Do you gentlemen who were here during the period of the 
.war re!!lize what the statistics show ~bout that? Under con-
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ditins as they then were, with notorious escape of taxation 
being made, we raised 40 per cent of the money that the 
American forces spent. Do you know how they escaped taxes? 
They did it by increasing the salaries of officers in the cor
porations, so as to make the expenses of the corporation so 
great that the net profit would be smalL One corporation, 
as is shown in this testimony here, paid five of its officers 
$1,250,000 a year to hide war profits. I would make it so 
heavy that you will have money enough to pay the war while 
it is going on. As I say, the statistics show that we raised 
40 per cent of the money that the American forces spent. We 
loaned $10,000,000,000 to the Allies, but if we had not loaned 
it we would have 1·aised out of taxes during the war nearly 
half of what we needed. If we sacrifice just a little more, 
if the folks at home have been willing to go down in their 
pockets and to deny themselves profits, if we had gone a little 
farther and paid the other 60 per cent, then when the boys 
came home, and found no swollen profits, with no war debt, 
everybody would be happy, with Americanism running high 
in the hearts of the fellows who stayed at home as well as in 
the hearts of the fellows who went abroad to defend their 
country's rights and its honor. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MoSW AIN. Yes. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I am in favor of taking all of the profit 

out of war, but does not the Congress have the right and the 
power to do t.bat now by taxation? 

Mr. McSWAIN. Certainly. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Then, why this commission? 
Mr. MoSW AIN. I thought I bad explained that. In the rush 

and burry of legislation here, in the multitude of matters be
fore our committee, we have not the time to take the weeks and 
wee:b..""S of concentrated attention that ought to be given to legisla
tion like this before we can have confidence in it. I know some
thing about this. I studied it for years before I entered Congress. 
When I was under military autholity and discipline I was study
ing it. Before I became a Member of this House and after 
discharge I was studying it. I think I know a little about con
stitutional law--perhaps not so much as my friends-but the 
more I think about it the more I realize tlutt it is going to take 
undivided, unselfish concentration and attention for weeks and 
weeks and weeks to be able to balance, to be able to offset, to be 

·able to reconcile the numerous conflicting considerations that arise 
in connection with the matter; I see the impossibility of our com
. mittee's doing it. This is the deepest thing that has ever been 
before this House; but the people of 'the country say that it 
ought to be solved, and if we do not start to do that then we 
are not worthy of being their Representatives. [Applause.] 

Mr. POU. Mr. Cbairma14 I yield four minutes to the gen
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. Am:&NETHY]. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Chairman, I am for this bill because 
my American Legion in North Carolina has asked me to vote for 
it. I do not need any other reason. I ask unanimous con.sent 
to extend my remarks and to use the balance of my time out of 
order. 

The CIIAIRMAK Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman pro

ceeds, will he yield to me for a question? 
Mr. ABERNETHY. Yes. 
Mr. PATMAN. Does th.e gentleman realize that his soldier 

friends asked him to vote for the Reed-Wainwright resolution, 
which provides to take the profit out of war while this reso
lution--

Mr. ABERNETHY. Oh, the . gentleman is only going to 
take up my time. Col George K. Freeman, departmental 
commander of North Carolina, asked me to support this reso
lution. He has studied it and I have faith in him and I am 
going to support it, and that is all I have to say about it. 
[Applause]. 

I got myself into a ridiculous situation the other night by 
,accepting a place on the national spelling bee, and I want 
·- to take time enough to try to clear my skirts, if I can, because 
I have been hearing from home. [Laughter]. 

Those of us of the House who took part in the spelling bee 
at the National Press Club on last Saturday night when we 
went down in defeat to the members of the Fourth Estate, 
have each been trying to find different alibis. Some have con
tended that the words upon which they were ruled out . were 
spelled more than one way. The word which was my undoing 
was the word "liquefaction." I have tried in vain to find 
some alibi and until thiB good hour I have failed unless the 
letter from a prominent banker of my ·district which I here
with read, absolves me. It is as follows: 

Hon. CHARLES L. ABERNHHY, 
Washingtcm, D. 0. 

THI!I BANK OF CLINTON, 
Clintcm, N. C., March 80, 1980. 

D»AR Mn. ABERNETHY : The radio, which is, perhaps, the most won
derful invention of the wonderful age in which we live, is contributing 
possibly more than anything else to the happiness and intelligence of 
the people, or rather of that number of them which is right-minded 
and can be satisfied with what is clean and whole.<Jom~. I sometimes 
think the radio is about all we have in the secular world in the way 
of really decent entertainment outside of certain exclusive organiza
tions to which the general public has no access. This may be a rather 
censorious expression, and not fully warranted by the facts. But I 
will, of course, be understood as referring to forms of amusement and 
the dishes that axe often set before us on the stage and the screen. 

I de not know when my household has enjoyed anything quite so 
much as it did the broadcast of the spelling bee from Washington on 
last night, participated in by Members of the two Houses of Congress 
and of the press. Senator FEss covered himself with glory as a mid
Victorian sehoolmaster. Should he elect to retire from polltics, a 
hundred thousand places are open to him as a teacher. · The only 
eritte:l.sm I have heard of him is that he did not 1log some of those 
boys who had evidently not studied their lessons as they should have 
done, in keeping with the custom of blue-back sch<>ol days. 

We of the third North Carolina district felt honored in that you were 
chosen as one of the team of contestants and we must confess to some 
disappointment in your failure to stay 1n the ring longer than you did. 
You went out like one of Prinro Carnero's several adversaries, who 
nevoer lasted beyond the second round. However, you fell in action, 
if it was almost at the beginning of the engagement and are 
entitled to a military funeral, whkh is a privilege that is denied Con
gressmen other than those who fall in spelling bees, under the rules 
which restrict them to starting all the wars and at the same time exempt
ing them from military service. About an the compensation your eon
stituents get out of the atrair Is that it took two shots to bring you 
down, and that the one that got you was the now rather obsolete word 
"liquefaction," which may be said to be pre-Volstead and no longer of 
any important general use. It may be said, in mitigation of your inabil
ity to successfully dispose of this now almost useless word-that may 
as well be stricken from the vocabulary until something is done about 
the eighteenth amendment--that it relates to a process, and, if we may 
accept the Ullsupported testimony of Senator BROOKHART, Congressmen 
are better acquainted with uses than with processes. 

Personally, I have a suspicion that you purposely misspelled this 
word, but I am not using this to your hurt. I really think it would 
have put you to some disadvantage in the district to have spelled it right, 
for it would have shown damaging familiarity with a term relating to 
an outlawed commodity which your honorable body has consigned to 
the infernal regions by statute, to the joy of some and the sorrow of 
others. One sees now and then a sorrowing Orpheus going down in to 
the lower regions and bartering with Plato for the return of his lost 
Eurydice. As matters now stand, .such ventures are attended with 
better luck than the original Orpheus had, although there is an occa
sional mishap in which the enterprise results in failure. 

In the use o.f this rather vague metaphor I do not wish you to get 
the idea that I am referring to Congress as the infernal regions. By no 
means could I be guilty of this blasphemy. I only refer to that part 
of the country at large that regards soboriety so lightly as to prefer 
the overthrow of the Commo.nwealth and the restoration of Jobn Barley
earn. It I may express an opinion, I think the country is better off 
as the matter now stands. We have prohibition and liquor. Every
body that wants a drink can get it, and those who do not can do with
out. It is a matter of. choice, and I see no cause of quarrel between 
the wets and the drys from what I read in the papers and see 
around me. 

The broadcast of the bee came in perfectly and only vision was lack
ing to make it completely realistic. While my sympathies were in -a 
public way with the !rtatesmen, my private sympathies were with the 
representatives of the press by reason of the fact that at one period 
of my life I got my feet wet by wading in the shallows of the last 
named more or less honored field of endeavor. As I recall it, you and 
I were at the same time 1loundering in the troubled waters of country 
journalism, !rom which we were rescued by kind fate before we went 
dcwn the third time. While you may have a preference, I am sure that, 
in remembrance of this time, you can hardly be prejudiced against the 
press to the point of envying its success in this contest, or hold it 
against me for letting Ill)' sympathies drift in that direction. 

Ray Tueker, aside from winning laurels for himself and his profes· 
sion, bas added luster to the honorable name which be bears. In both 
England and our own country the family nam~ st11,nds out boldly in the 
biography of great and useful men, in the fields of philosophy, law, 
theology, science, war, and citizenship. The only black sheep in the 
family was a fellow named Dan, commemorated in an old song. that be- · 
longs rather to the mythology of the nursery than to biography. He 
was doubtless as much a creature of fancy as Pope Joan, and his in- J 

' 
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ab.ility to discern between wash bowls and frying pans, wagon wheels 
and combs, as well a-s his habitual violations of the prtnclples of the 
Volstead Act, are as apQcrypbal as the story of 1oan. 

In recognition of his performance I feel that Congress could very well 
afford to vote Mr. Tucker a medal or some other distinguished-service 
award. Were be an Englishman he would ·be made a knight and giv~n 
a pension. In this country we show no public recognition of merit 
of any kind. We pen.i.on soldiers indiBcrlminately whether they have 
seen service or not. If they have only put on the uniform and pulled 
it off that is enough. There is no objection to taking care of the sol
dier, but in the armies of peace there are individuals whose services In 
a purely public way deserve pensions or other suitable awards at the 
bands of the Government. Ray Tucker has rendered such a service. 
He has done this by reviving a widespread interest In better spelling. 
This is perhaps more important to the Nation than flying over the ocean 
in an airplane or discovering either or both of the poles of the .earth. 
Our language is su1l'ering hideous deformities, and I can think of no 
better way to correct this evll than by proper observance of a code of 
correct spelling of the words of which it is fol'Dled. Kindergarten, 
with its object lessons, is well enough to a eertain P<>int, even though 
It is a reversion to the primitive, but it has resulted in neglect of cor
rect spelling of words by relying too mueb on pictures. Your spelling 
bee has served · a useful purpose in calling attention of the Nation, 
that last night sat as in one class in school. to the lmP<>rtanee of a 
revival in what is almost a lost art. The preservation of our language 
in ita purity and of oor literature in its beauty depends upon such a 
revival. 

I h~pe your spelling bee may be made an annual feature. Those 
taking part in it give <lignity and foree to the movement for correct 
spelling, and in doing so serve their eountcy in a capadcy ranking in 
importance with that of enact:ing laws. Let the good work go on. 

With regards and all good wishes, I beg to remain, 
Yours cordially and sincerely, 

[Applause.] 
L. A. Bm'BUHE. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, I yield ftv~ minutes to the gentle
- man from Oklahoma [Mr. McCLINTIC]. 

Mr. McCLINTIC ot Oklahoma. Mr. Chainna.n, ladies and 
gentlemen of the House, my period of service as a Member of 
this body covers the yre.rs when this Republic was engaged in 
a war with Germany. I am experienced more or less with many 
of the trials and tribulations that the people had to undergo 
dmi.ng that time, and when it comes to legislation I supported 
what was known as the selectiv-e draft or the conscription law. 
In addition, when the delegates to the disarmament conference 
now in session left the shores of this Nation for England, I made 
a speech in which I said that regardless of my own personal 
views that should the United States and the other four nations 
agree upon a naval program that I would support the same. 
Therefore, I am trying to view questions relating to our national 
welfare in a proper way, as it is my desire to do that wblch is 
best for our country. · 

I have given careful consideration to the present bill, and 
after listening to some of the proponents of the same I will say 
that I am in accord with what they seek to bring about; how
ever, I very much doubt the advisability of the present pro
cedure, as the bill provides for the creation of the kind of com
mission that throws the balance of power to civilians other than 
members of the lawmaking bodies. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Yes. 
Mr. SNELL. I do not understand the position the gentleman 

takes. We are not trying to give anybody authority to do any
thing. We are trying to giv~ somebody authority to study the 
question and recommend whether or not it ean be done. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I am sure that it is not right 
to surrender this prerogative, as there will be those who will 
say, if not pleased with the result, that Congress delioerately 
side-stepped the responsibility. I am sure that regardless of 
who is appointed on this commission that there will be a minority 
and a majority report. When such is filed it is very probable 
that one of the reports will favor compulsocy military training, 
and for the reason that sueh a program is favQred. by the mili
tary powers of our Government I say that the same kind ot 
propaganda will be put forth in favor of such a program as is 
now being circulated throughout the Nation in favor of what is 
known as the joint pay bill. 

I hold here in my hand a copy of a magazine that is called 
Our Army. On page 2 is to be found this statement: 

We would like to eall to the attention of our readers again Our 
Army's offer of its 1,000,000 letters advocatin.g the pay lli~se. Tbe 
letter, which appeared in full in last month's issue, can be had in any 
quantity by anyone who writes us. There are no obligations, no 
charges, no strings attached. Persons interested in a higher pay 
scale for the Army are urged to send copies of this letter to their 

I 

friends. It is beautifully printed on a fine paper and tells a powerful 
story. Whlle the joint congressional committee is inactive, the mo
ment was never more propitious . for making use of this means to 
publicize the Army's needs. Hund1·eds of pounds of these letters have 
already gone out. Your request can be promptly tllled at this time. 

In addition, committees and individuals who seek to influence
M-embers of Congress are bringing every kind of pressure pos
sible on commercial club-s and other organizations requesting 
them to write their Member of Congress to support such a 
recommendation. I am in favor of helping enlisted men and 
some of the noncommissioned officers; however, as I view it, 
there is no justification for any such increase as is recom
mended in the so-called Army and Navy pay bill. It is unfor
tunate that there is in the country a lot of o:fficers connected 
with commercial clubs that wlll indorse anything without 
giving the subject proper study ; and in this connection I call 
attention to a letter I have written to the secretary of the· 
chamber of commerce at Oklahoma City, which in part gives 
my views: 

M.ucH 11, 1930. 
Bon. W. B. ESTES, 

Secretary Ohamber of Oo1111merce, Oklalwmo Oily, Okla. 
DEAR MR. ESTES : I desire to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 

in which you indorse a recommendation made by certain interested indi
viduals comprising a board of their own choosing for the purpose of rais
ing their own salaries, called a joint Interdepartmental board. Accord
ing to the recommendations of this board the salaries of a private will 
be raised about $1.13 per month and that of an admiral more than $400 
per month. I will be much pleased to have you advise me if you under
stood what these recommendations were when you requested in your 
letter tbat I support the same. 

This board recommended as follows: Major generals, $14,000; briga
diers, $12,000; colonels (over 3 years in grade), $10,500; lieutenant 
colonels (with over 27 years' service), $9,600; majors (with over 24 
years of commissioned service), $8,400. Thus, under this proposed · pay 
bill, with retired pay at 75 per cent of active pay, the annual rates on 
the retired lists would be: Major generals, $10,500 (now $6,000) ; briga
dier generals, $9,000 (now $4,500) ; colonels, $7,875 (now $4,500) ; lieu
tenant colonels, $7,200; and majors, $6,300 (more than a major general 
now receives). A few lieutenant colonels and majors might be retired 
with slightly less than 75 per cent (after less than 30 years' service), 
but in general they would approach cl~sely these maximum rates. 

When you compare the amount that would be given to retired offi
cers according to their own report with the amount of compensation 
veterans of the World War are receiving and the amount of pensions 
being paid to those who have performed honorable service in other 
wars, it would seem that this movement Is a raid on the Treasury, as 
it will require an Increase in the way of appropriations of more than 
$85,000,000 per year 

President Hoover in his first message to Congress .caJled attention 
to the fact that the officers in our Army and Navy are the highest 
paid of any nation in the worM. When you take into consideration 
that the base pay of an admiral is about $8,000, and in addition they 
get :tree house rent, or an allowance for same ; free mileage when 
tra-veling on a train; free medical and hospital serviee, longevity 
pay; free automobiles and chauffeurs; the privilege of having furni
ture and supplies moved from one post to another without charge ; 
the privilege of buying their groceries at cost in canteens ; free gaso
line for their cars, and many other reductions, which if added up into 
a. sum of money would amount to more than $2,500 per year for 
some classes, it is ve-:cy evident that the pay is su11lctently high, as it 
was demonstrated to the satlstaction of all that civilians during the 
World War could be train-ed in a few months in such a way as to 
perform services that were in some instances superior to the kind 
performed by those in the regular military service. Whenever this 
Congress pays the Army and Navy forces salaries exceeding civil em
ployees, then immediately they rate themselves accordingly, which, in 
my opinion, may bring about a situation that will not be best tor the 
Nation as a whole. 

Therefore I do not think you bad a proper understanding of this 
report or you wouldn't have recommended the same In toto. 

I am sending a copy of this letter to each member of the Oklahoma 
delegation, as I certainly am not in accord with your views on this 
subject and will never vote for a bill that makes such an. unjust dts
erlminatlon between adm1rals, generals, and privates. 

Very respectfully, 
:r. v. McCLINTIC. 

I doubt the advisability oi assigning this duty to any com
mission, especially such a commission as has been authorized in 
this particular legislation. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Yes. 
Mr. HUDSON. Whom would you send it to? 

, Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. To the proper committee. 
Mr. SNELL. W~at would the gentleman suggest? 
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Mr. l\lcCLINTIO of Oklahoma. The Committee on :Military 

.Affairs or some other committee having juriSdiction of the sub
ject. Let them bring in a resolution 1·ecommend.ing or author
izing an amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. SNELL. Is that the way to amend the Constitution? 
Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. That is the only legal way 

to obtain the results desired in this legislation. And if the gen
tleman from New York wants to, he can prepare a rule and 
bring it in here and ask for proper action. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Oklahoma 
has expired. 

l\Ir: POU. :Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle
man from Ohio [Mr. CROSSER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized 
for five minutes. 

Mr. CROSSER. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
those chiefly interested in this bill have been eagerly, franti
cally, striving since the World War for a law establishing the 
draft or conscription of men for war as a settled policy. They 
have failed repeatedly in their efforts to pass, in undisguised 
form, a law for the conscription · or draft of men as an estab
lished policy of the Government. 

Now, however, having failed to pass legislation for the conscrip
tion of men, they tell us that this measure is proposed to make 
possible also the conscription of property. We are told that 
this is to provide for an investigation of the subject. Surely 
no intelligent person will be deceived as to the purposes of the 
resolution. The suggestion that the main purpose is to pro
vide for the conscription of property is plainly for the purpose 
of allaying the hostility of the public to the proposal to pass a 
law which would make it possible to force men into military 
service whenever public officials might decide to do so without 
regard to public opinion which might prevail at the time. 

I can respect those who candidly, frankly, and courageously 
present and argue for a policy which we oppose. I have little 
patience, however, with an effort to make the public believe 
that the chief concern is about something entirely different, and 
toward which the public is more favorable. 

The slogan, ,. Conscript property," was constantly voiced dur
ing the war to prevent a feeling of injustice on the part of the 
men who were conscripted. Some of us tried to have property 
do its share during the war, but the opposition was so great that 
it was impossible. 

One of those who appeared before the House Military .Affairs 
Committee in support of conscription and who was candid and 
sincere in his advocacy of conscription, said: 41 You can not 
draft capital." 

Why, then, should anyone be fooled by the talk about drafting 
property? The plain purpose of this resolution is to provide a 
basis for propaganda in favor of an established policy of con
scription of men. Then, if legislation were enacted as a result 
of the proposed investigation, it would be a useless measure, so 
far as it might mention the draft of pi·operty, but ironclad in 
its provisions for the conscription of men. 

Now, my friends, if those who talk so much about conscripting 
property really were in earnest about doing it, why have they 
not asked for hearings on Senate Joint Resolution 128, which 
would really provide for the conscription or draft of property 
during war? If the amendment to the Constitution proposed 
in that resolution were to become a part of the United States 
Constitution, there would be no doubt that property could then 
be conscripted for war purposes. I refer to the fact that that 
resolution was introduced on January 6, 1930, and yet none of 
those who claim to be so eager to make it possible to draft prop
erty for war purposes, not one of them, has requested a hearing 
on the resolution. Oh, my friends, if the Constitution were 
amended as proposed in that resolution, there would be no doubt 
as to the legal power to draft property for war purposes. On 
the other hand, everyone knows that unless the Constitution 
were amended the Government could not draft property for war 
purposes. 

Everyone here knows that the sponsors of the resolution now 
before the House do not contemplate an amendment to the Con-

• stitution providing for the drafting _of property in time of war. 
I do not quarrel with them about their disapproval of a prO
posal to amend the Constitution to make it possible to draft or 
conscript property for war purposes. They are no doubt sincere 
in such disapproval. It is an insult to men's intelligence to 
talk to them of conscripting both property and men under the 
Constitution as it now stands. The real purpose of such dis
cussion is to make the drafting or conscripting of men· less 
offensive to the public. 

I do not believe that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SNELL] would care to have this · resolution adopted if the bill 
were amended so that it would exempt labor from the effect of 
the resolution. 

Mr. SNELL. I think the gentleman misunderstood my . resll',.. 
lution. I said it did not provide for the conscription of man 
power. It provided for a study of the matter. 

Mr. GROSSER. We can have a most comprehensive system 
of conscripting man power if we can induce Congress to adopt 
it, but if that amendment were made a part of the resolution, I 
will guarantee that they would not want it at all. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, at this very time the United States, by its duly 
authorized representatives, in conference with representatives 
of other nations, is engaged in an earnest effort to promote the 
friendship ot nations and to establish world peace. They are 
endeavoring to provide for the reduction of the navies of the 
world, with the hope of later reducing them still further. The 
nations are assuring each other (}{ their sincere desire for peace 
and of their peaceful intentions toward each other. Every right
thinking man, I am sure, wishes the greatest possible success for 
the conference. Every person who thinks of the horrors, the 
agony, the suffering, the want and misery that results from war, 
surely must hope earnestly fo-r the success of the London con
ference; aye, for the success of any measure to prevent, or even 
make less likely, the possibility of war. 

But, Mr. Chairman, here to-day men are hysterically pressing 
for the passage of a measure to make it po~ible to force almost 
instantly under arms every able-bodied man in the country. 
Does this eager and impatient clamor for conscription as the 
continuous and established policy of our people--does it, I ask
seem consistent with our assurances of good will toward all 
peoples and with our expressions of confidence in future world 
peace? 

No nation should enter upon a war unless the weight of 
public sentiment of that nation is really in favor of engaging 
in such war. If the preponderance of the true sentiment of 
this country approves the Nation's entering a war, the Govern
ment is certain, without delay, to adopt such measures as 
will meet the approval of the people for the conduct of such 
war. If we still believe in the principle of government by the 
people, then surely it will not be insisted that the will of the 
people should be disregarded. 

Most people are beginning to understand that quarrels and 
controversies, whether between individuals or between nations, is 
the re-sult of wrong thinking. It is unsound to assume that the 
war attitude of mind and war itself is the normal state of the 
world and to arrange the affairs of nations from that viewpoint. 
The sense (}{ justice of society, as a whole, improves with the im
provement of the individual's standard of right, and with the 
increase in the number of individual members of society who 
manifest a higher sense of right. So it is with the society of 
nations. The confident, unwavering adherence of one nation to 
true principle, and the beneficent results of so doing, leads other 
nations, with absolute certainty, to adopt a higher standard of 
thought. With the increase in the number of nations adhering 
to a higher standard of right the improvement in the standard 
of conduct of the world, as a whole, increases with correspond
ing rapidity. 

Men who think and act from the standpoint of right and 
reason are men of strong character and equal to every emer
gency. So also nation's thought .and action of which are 
grounded upon principle and manifest the right are strong in 
character and of great influence. Such a nation need no-t fear 
for the future, for moral force is the ultimate and determining 
force in the affairs of nations as it is in the affairs of the 
individual. Well has it been said, "Thrice armed is he whose 
cause is just." 

Let us devote our thought more to the business of under
standing and getting along with others, be they individuals or 
nations and let us discontinue our petty tendency to berate, 
minimize, and misinterpret others whether they be individuals 
or nations. By so doing we shall have less occasion for appre
hension and concern. 

If a nation be as faithful as possible to such a standard and 
human intelligence should be unable to see a proper way in 
which such nation could avoid an international conflict, then 
that nation can be sure of the enthusiastic and whole-hearted 
support of its citizens in its physical conflict with its adversary. 

Let us then devote ourselves primarily to the development of 
the character and true intelligence of the nation and concern 
ourselves secondarily with moderate pr~cautions against sup
po edly possible conflicts with unlikely adversaries. If, by 
chance, there should occur an emergency determining the nation 
to resort to arms, a people contended because honestly and faith
fully served by its government will loyally, cheerfully, and vig
orously defend their cotmtry and assure its prompt success in 
the conflict, nor need we doubt that they will promptly adopt 
such measures as are best calculated to assure speedy success. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, have I seven minutes remaining'l 
The CHAIRMAN. Six minutes. 
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Mr. POU. I yield the six minutes remaining to myself. 

_ Mr . . Chairman, if I thought that this resolution would pro
duce some of the results that have been suggested here, I would 
die in my tracks before I would support it. Never would I con
sent to force the Americ~ workingman to labor against his will, 
bu.t I know such result can not follow the adoption of this 
resolution. 

I think unnecessary alarm has been shown. What we are 
doing here to-day is considering a resolution which establishes 
a fact-finding commission, that and nothing more. If the report 
of the commission is satisfactory, we can adopt such report. If 
the report is not satisfactory, we can reject it. The commis
sion may recommend amendment of existing law; th-ey may con
clude that an amendment to the Constitution is in their opinion 
desirable, but if we refuse to accept their report, either in the 
one respect or the other, the law and the Constitution remain 

_as they are to-day. 
During the early days of the World War great m~ure after 

great measure was brought into the House and Senate. They 
could not have careful eonsideration. It was impossible to give 
them the consideration they were entitled to. This resolution 
is the result to a large extent of the experience that we gained 
during the World War. It is well known that committees of 
Congress have for years had under consideration bills intro
duced to equalize the burdens and to minimize the profits of 
war. These measures have been urged by patriotic, unselfish 
men and women from every State in the Union, but no agree
ment as to action could be reached. A compromise which it was 
hoped would be satisfactory to friends a,nd foes of the proposed 
legislation is the resolution now before you. The problem is so 
great, affects so many persons and interests, it was deemed wise 
to proceed slowly. It was thought no one would object to a 
commission clothed with authority only to find the facts and 
report its findings with any recommendation deemed wise to the 
Congress. This is all the resolution does. It is all the reso
lution can do. Moreover, the resolution is wide open to 
a.m~dment. 

Now, I submit, Mr. Chairman, the fears expressed by oppo
nents of the measure here to-day are not in the least justified. 
We are not legislating; we are not amending a line in any 
existing law. The rights of not one single American citizen 
can be affected if th-e resolution is signed by the President, nor 
will a single dollar of property value be in any way affected. 
It is a commission to investigate, to seek light, to find facts, and 
we hope to discover how blunders made in the past can be 
avoided in the future. 

The resolution was introduced on February 13, 1930, and is 
the result of a great deal of labor by gentlemen who have but 
one end in view, and that is to avoid a repetition of many of 

. the things that occurred at the beginning and during the World 
War. 

This commission will make a report and go out of existence. 
If the House is not pleased with the report we can vote it 
down. My God, gentlemen, it looks a.s if nobody could oppose 
an effort to find out the facts of the greatest tragedy of all 
time. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. POU. I yield . . 
Mr. PALMER. Is this not in keeping with the promises and 

pledges made in the national platforms of both the Dem{)Cratic 
and Republican Parties? 

Mr. POU. If it is, well and good, but this measure is so 
important, the results of it may mean so much, that I did not 
want to bring politics into it. It would be better to keep 
politics entirely out of it. 

There are many men and women who feel very deeply about 
the World War. The soldiers who went to the front are not 
the only ones who suffered. The whole Nation suffered. The 
resolution is intended to promote the cause of peace. It is 
supported by patriotic consecrated men and women all over this 
land by thousands who did military service in Europe and by 
thousands of fathers and mothers who saw their sons leave 
never to return. If I thought there were a germ of selfish in
terest purposely written in the resolution I would spit upon it. 
If I thought its purpose was not that of a fact~finding, light
seeking body I would scorn to vote for it. 

Mr. Chairman, I say again I see no cause for the alarm that 
has been sounded here. This resolution, in my judgment, is a 
step in the direction of peace. If I could do one thing at the 
end of 29 years of service in this House to make war more im
probable, to bring peace a little nearer, I would feel that my 
services had not been entirely in vain. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the joint resolution 
for ·amendment. -

The Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved, eto., That a commission ts hereby created to study and 

consider the feasibility of equalizing the burdens and to minimize the
profits of war, together with a study of policies to be pUl"Sued in event 
of war, so as to empower the President immediately to mobilize all the 
resources of the country. The commission shall report definite recom
mendations to the President of the United States to be by him tra:os
mitted to th~ Congress not later than the first Monday in .January, 1932. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BANKH1MD: Page 1, line 4, strike out the 

words "the feasibility" and insert In lieu thereof the word "methods." 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to that 
amendment. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, if the amendment is agree
able to the chairman of the committee and those who are in
terested in the bill, I have no desire to debate the matter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. J'l.!r. Chairman, I offer another amendment 

to the resolution. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment ofrered by Mr. BANKHIMD: Page 1, line 4., strike out the 

word "minimize" and insert in lieu thereof the word "remove." 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I am willing to accept that 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina offers 

an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment ofrered by Mr. McSWAIN: Page 1., line 11, after the 

figures "1932," strike out the period, insert a comma, and these words: 
"And to report if in their opinion any constitutional amendment be 
neeessary to accomplish the purposes deslr~d." 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I am willing to accept that 
amendment. 
· The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HuD

DLESTON] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by M.r. HUDDLESTON: Page 1, line 11, at the end 

of the amendment offered by Mr. McSWAIN, insert: ~Provided, That 
&'lid commission shall not consider and shall not report upon the con
scription of labor." 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, may I a.sk the gentle
man from New York [Mr. SNELL] if he will _accept this 
amendment also? 

Mr. SNELL. The intent of this resolution was to use every
body fairly. I am not going to accept an amendment of that 
kind. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, I am claiming 1·ecog
nition. 

Mr. SNELL. The gentleman asked me a question. 
Mr. HUDDLESTON. The gentleman could have answered 

it " yes " or " no," without trying to take the wind ont of my 
sails. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is recog
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, everybody wants the 
profit taken out of war. Anybody would be willing to go any 
reasonable length to have consideration given to an e:trort to 
take the profits out of w~r. It seems to me that nobody should 
want a C(}mmission to consider means whereby the fetters of 
industrial slavery may be riveted upon the hands of men who 
toil. Upon that, I submit the amendment. • 

If you are sincere in desiring that profit be taken out of war, 
verily the adoption of this amendment will not interfere in the 
slightest degree with your purpose, and your vote should be for 
my amendment. On the other hand, if you desire that the 
proposed commission shall make a report, which, when ripened 
into legislation, will enable the laboring people of this country 
to be conscripted and forced to- work for private industry for 
private profit, then your vote should be against my amendment. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last two words. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 

ScHAFER] is recognized for five minutes. · 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I hope the 

House will accept the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Alabama [l\Ir. HuDDL~TON]. The adoption of the- amendment 
will in no manner defeat the purpose of the resolution as ad
vocated by its sponsors. The proper solution of the problems 
indicated in the pending resolution is to amend the Constitution 
so as to permit the Federal Government to conscript capital 
to pay for future wars. If 'it is right in principle to conscript 
and take the lives of our citizens in time of war, it is mani
festly right to conscript capital to carry the financial burdens 
of such wars. The adoption of the pending amendment will be 
an expression of this Congress against a policy of industrial 
slavery for the emichment of private interests in time of our 
Nation's peril. 

Mr. SNELL. l\Ir. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. As far as I know, the people who are back of this 
resolution are absolutely honest in their intent and purpose. 
This is not a class resolution. It applies to every class of people 
in every part of the United States exactly the same and equally. 
If we should make an exception of any one class of people, of 
course, we should make an exception of others. If the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Alabama should be adopted 
it would make this entirely a class resolution, and the real 
purpose of the Legion and other loyal supporters is lost. I trust 
the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Chairman, It happens that I have 
been a Member of this body for 15 years. I have heard a great 
deal of discussion touching the question involved in the resolu
tion under consideration this afternoon. The discussion began 
during the World War. We attempted to follow the principle 
of taking the profits out of war in passing the legislation 
providing for the support of our Army. We levied an e~cess
profits tax and assured the country that we were going to 
require wealth to contribute its proper share in support of the 
war. The conflict ended with a debt of $25,000,000,000 hang
ing over the American people. The greater portion of that 
debt is still unpaid and is being spr~d out over a period of years 
that will leave much of it to be borne by the boys who did the 
:fighting. For 11 years the Congress of the United States has 
had opportunity to take some of the profits out of the war, but 
the action of Congress has not squared with the words of 
those who now talk so earnestly in favor of this resoluti<m. 
If the Congress really desires to do something substantial along 
this line, we have ample opportunity in providing for the dis
charge of the burden of debt that still remains as ·result of the 
cost of the World War. The records of the Treasury Depart
ment show that during the war period profiteers took advan
tage of the Nation's distress and made $40,000~000,000. 

This took place while our boys were conscripted to fight and 
die under the :flag in France. More than half of this sum 
gathered in by the profiteers during that pe.riod went into the 
hands of less than 10,000 individuals and corporations. When 
the curtain went down on the tragedy of blood across the sea 
about the first major undertaking of the Congress was a bill 
reported and passed in this House relieving the profiteers of the 
country of war taxes amounting to $500,000,000. The bill 
passed this House over such protest as a few of us were able 
to interpose. 

The boys were conscripted to do the fighting. If one of them 
complained or criticized a superior officer, he was court-mar
shaled. If he ran away from his duty, he was subject to be 
tried and shot for desertion. I have always said, as I said then 
and as I say now, that ev~ry one ·or those profiteers who came 
here besieging Congress to reliev-e them of their just share of 
the burdens of debt growing out of the war should be branded 
as deserters, unworthy of the sacrifices made for them by our 
brave boys at the battle front. These profitee_rs deserted in the 
midst of their duties! They are deserters now, because we still 
owe nearly $20.000,000,000 of war debt. 

The Congress bas the right to begin here and now to apply 
the p1inciple involved in this resolution designed to take the 
profits out of war and let that principle govern us in the taxes 
to be levied to take care of existing debts and obligations inci
dent to the war. But there is no more chance to get such a 
proposition considered in this body than there would be to pass 
legislation to-morrow to move the Capitol to Europe! 

We are not going to do anything under this resolution except 
to indulge in talk and gestures just as we have been doing for 
11 years. It is only a little sop, a little camoufiage, a mere 
meaningless pretense at fulfillment of a political promise made 
during the last presidential campaign. It will get nowhere and 
it will accomplish nothing. We have had 11 years since the 
war in which those in charge of the Government have had 
opportunity to write into law and put into practical effect the 

principle to which Members of the House proclaim such ardent 
devotion this afternoon. 

If it is really desired to do something worth while along the 
lines indicated in this resolution, we should submit a necessary 
amendment to the Constitution to be ratified by the States 
declaring the purpose and giving Congress the power to con
script wealth and to take the profits out of war. If such an 
amendment were adopted and such a purpose made clear, it 
would accomplish the object contemplated, and, above that, it 
would tend to prevent war. If only we could adopt such a policy 
and serve notice on the wealth of the country that we propose 
to pay cash for future wars, it would be the greatest step in the 
interest of peace ever witnessed by any Member of this House. 

The plain truth is I have no sort of sympathy with any 
legislation at a time like this which attempts to treat war 
as the normal condition of mankind. (Applause.) That is 
what this resolution does. It is ill-timed and unfortunate. 
Where is your war? When is it coming? With whom is it 
to be fought? What sane man of common sense can :find any 
basis for fear that this Government is soon to engage in armed 
conflict with another power? 

My friends, the greatest work the present administration has 
done--the one bright page in all the record since this adminis
tration came into power-was written down in Virginia on 
the banks of the Rapidan, in the conference held there between 
the British Premier and the President of the United States 
when we announced our purpose to lead mankind away from 
war ! The world fixed its eyes and its hopes upon the confer
ence that followed that meeting, and throughout the world 
Christian men and women are praying for its success. The 
peace conference needs a message of peace from the Congress 
of the United States and not a move discreditable to us and 
disquieting to the world looking toward foolish and unneces
sary preparations for war! [Applause.] 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
committee, I rise to oppose this amendment. I believe this 
amendment would defeat the very purpose of the resolution, the 
very purpose we have in mind, namely, that there should be a 
complete conscription of man power in' time of war and that no 
element of the population should be· exempt in any manner, but 
that ri-ch and poor, high and low, alike, should be subject to the 
power of the Government and that no one, on account of any 
condition, should be immune from the authority of the Govern
ment to apply his services and to put him in time of war in that 
position and use his services in that capacity where he could be 
m·ost useful in assisting and contributing to the winning of the 
war. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Yes. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Under existing law and under 

the Constitution can not you take all the man power into the 
service of the Government in time of emergency? 

Mr. WAII\TWRIGHT. We certainly can. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Then why does the gentleman 

oppose this amendment? 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Because this would be a discrimination 

in fa!or of. one .element of our population, while it is the purpose 
of this leg1slation to take every element of the population and 
all of the man power of the country into the service of the coun
try if necessary. 

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the Huddle
ston amendment. 

It occw·s to me, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from New 
York has told the truth about what this bill means. The gen
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Hunr"LESTO~] introduced an inno
cent amendment here. This amendment strikes from this bill 
the chance of this proposed commission going out and knifing 
the laboring people of the country in the back and fettering 
them as slaves in time of emergency. • 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. SCHAFER] said that in the 
last war they took some of my constituents and made them go 
out and labor in building roads. They do this in every war. 
This is a part of war. When they conscript either the white 
man or the colored man, they can, of course, se him as a 
laborer in constructing roads to carry munitions of war. No
body objects to that. But what they are after now, Brother 
ScHAFER, is to take these colored men and these white men and 
put them in private industry on the salary or the wages of a 
private soldier. What they are after is to grab by the nape 
of the neck all these men engaged on the public utilities, the 
men who are firing the locomotives and running the trains from 
one end of this country to the other to haul produce and com
merce, and to put these men in service as private soldiers with 
the pay of a private soldier. What they mean to do is to take 
all the men engaged in factories, railroad shops, and workshops 
by the nape of the neck and say," You are soldiers," conscripted 
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by an act passed by whom? By a lot of supposed patriots in 
time of peace, during the year 1930. 

After we had proclaimed to the world that we never wanted 
any further war, that we were going to stop building great 
battleships, and so on; in times of peace, a set of patriots in 
Congress said, "We are going to conscript all the laboring men 
and women in the United States and put them into industrial 
slavery under the pretense that we might lose a war." 

My friends, this is exactly what is intended, and the gentle
man from New York has expressed it. He told you, "No; we 
can not take that out of the bill, because that will take away 
the essence of the measure." 

Mr. W .AINWRIGHT. Put them all on an equality. 
Mr. QUIN. The gentleman has made his speech and I am 

now speaking for the Huddleston amendment. He spoke against 
this amendment and I am now arguing for it. 

They are not going to consider the poor laboring men in time 
of war. You want to have them included in this resolution 
and you know that is what you intend. You know that the 
sponsoring of this measure means just that. I know it, 
although I have not conferred with the. gentleman, but I have 
sense enough to smell it. You can smell it in this bill. Your 
sense of smell, without any intellect, ought to lead you as 
straight as a martin goes to its gourd. There is not any mis
take about what the intent is. Brother W .AINWBIGHT, of New 
York, told this House the exact facts about the intention, and 
if you vote for this resolution you vote with your eyes wide 
open. 

If you vote to put the Huddleston amendment in the resolu
tion, then the resolution can pass. We want to remove the 
profits from war, but that is not the object of this resolution, 
The resolution is manifestly put up for the purpose of fooling 
somebody, and the commission will go out and make a report 
back here of the only thing it can report. The head man of the 
American Legion said that you can not, under the Constitution 
as it stands to-day, conscript capital He testified to this 
before the Committee o-n Military Affairs of this House. He 
told the truth. Do you gentlemen believe it? Now, why do you 
want to go out here with one of these independent commissions 
to carry out an ulterior purpose that you say is not expressed 
in the resolution? Let us adopt the Huddleston amendment 
exempting labor, I will vote for the resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis
sippi has expired. 

l\lr. CON'l\TERY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of the committee, every 
bill on this subject which has been brought in or discussed by 
the committees has been opposed by the American Federation of 
Labor. The American Federation of Labor must have a very 
good reason for oppo-sing all of these bills, the Johnson bill, the 
McSwain bill, this resolution, and all of them. 

They have the fear that any legislation of this sort which 
comes in means we are going to conscript labor and that we are 
not going to conscript capital. 

The amendment of the gentleman from · Alabama [Mr. HUD
DLESTON], it seems to me, will clear up all these matters, and if 
we are really sincere in not wanting labor conscripted, we 
should support the amendment. 

Do not worry about labor going into the front-line trenches 
in any war that comes. They will be in the front-line trenches. 
Labor has always been there and will always be there, anrl 
what we ar·e after to-day is to see tht!,t capital is conscripted 
and that the profiteers will not profiteer in future wars as they 
have in past wars at the expense of the American people. 

I merely rise at this time to state what I believe is the posi
tion of labor throughout the United States. Do not forget that 
when the American Legion bas gone on record in favor of this 
sort of legislation it has done so with the idea that capital was 

• going to be conscripted. The ordinary, everyday member of the 
American Legion is a laboring man and when the American 
Federation of Labor is speaking against this legislation, it is 
speaking for 95 per cent of th~ American Legion in the United 
States. [Appl~use.] 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CONNERY. I will be pleased to yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin.. The ordinary veteran of the 

World War who is a member of the American Legion, who talks 
in favor of conscription in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred is 
talking in favor of the conscription of capital and not of labor. 

Mr. CONNERY. That is what they mean. The gentleman 
knows it, an«t I know it. 

I will not take any further time of the House. All I want to 
add is that we do not have to favor conscription of labor, because 
they will be in the front-line trenches anyway, and if you want 

to stop profiteering in the next war, then support the Huddleston 
amendment. [Applause.] 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this 
amendment be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. . 
The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment 

offered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HUDDLESTON]. . 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

HUDDLESTON and Mr. ALMoN) there were 117 ayes and 30 noes. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend

ment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 1, line 3, after the word " consider " insert " amending the 

Constitution to provide that private property may be taken by Con
gress for public use without profit during war, and " 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PATMAN. I yield. 
Mr. SNELL. Is not that covered by the amendment of the 

gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. McSwAIN]? 
Mr. PATMAN. No; this resolut:,ion specifically provides for 

property to be taken without profit. I believe that the gentle
man from New York said that he would favor such an amend
ment. The resolution if amended wotlld read like this: 

That a commission is hereby created to study and consider amend
ing the Constitution of the United States and provide that private 
property may be taken by Congress for public use without profit during 
war and the feasibility of equalizing the burdens, and to minimize the 
profits of war-

And so forth. 
Mr. SNELL, It seems to me that the amendment of the gen

tleman from South Carolina [Mr. McSwAIN] would accomplish 
the purpose sought to be accomplished by the gentleman's 
amendment. 

Mr. McSWAIN. There is this little difference which I think 
is perfectly harmless. This is to consider the question whether 
or not a constitutional amendment is desirable to use private 
property without paying profit. 

The CHAillMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from. Texas. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 

amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 1, line. 11, after the figures " 1932 " strike out the period and 

insert a comma and the following : •• Together with copies of its pro
ceedings and hearings." 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to that. 
The CHAillMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 

gentleman from New York. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 

following amendment, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota : Page 1, line 

11, strike out the figures '' 1932 " and insert in lieu thereof the 
figures " 1931." 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I am not 
going to discuss this particular amendment, as I discussed it in 
general debate. I rise to call attention to what has hap
pened by the adoption of the Huddleston amendment, which 
eliminates any investigation of whf!,t might happen to labor. 
It came from the Democratic side of the House, and it is an 
indorsement of the proposition that a man shall get $25 a day 
in the shipyards of the country and that there will be no inves
tigation. It has actually killed the bill, becau e it has made it 
class legislation; and the bill does not accomplish the purpose 
for which it was originally drafted. I have been more than 
surprised to see its original sponsor vote for it. I think any
body would be justified in voting against it when the resolu
tion is so amended that it will exempt any particular class in 
any investigation to see that that particular class shall not 
profit during the war. [Applause.] 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, in reference to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from South Dakota, it seems to me 
that the commission will need the full time if this investigation 
is going to be a comprehensive study as the gentleman thinks is 
necessary, in order to place this matter properly before the 
Congress. Next year will be the short session, and if it is not 
reported to the President until January 1, 1931, it will be prac
tically Impossible to get any legislation passed during the last 
tw.o months ~f the Congress. If gentlemen are honest about it, 
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if they are sincere and want to consider it, I think they should 
let this go to the next year, and the commission will then have 
ample time to investigate and make its report. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNELL. Yes. 
Mr. McSWAIN. This year all of us will have campaigns on 

our hands and we will be too busy to come here and sit around 
the Capitol working on this proposition, but next -year will be 
an off year and we will have time when•we can give study to it. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I think the adoption of 
the Huddleston amendment is so discriminatory that I would 
feel justified in voting against the bill, but, as I stated in the 
beginning, I am certfl.in that it will amount to nothing anyway. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman. will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes. 
Mr. HASTINGS. Would the gentleman consider changblg 

it to the first Monday in December, 1931, so that the report 
will be made to Congress when it convenes. That is an 
amendment that I had prepared and was about to offer. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Since this discussion, I 
see that there may be some difficulty in securing an early 
report. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
l\Ir. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment that the report be made on the first Monday in 
December, 1931. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. Johnson of South Dakota.: Page 1, line 

10, at the end of the line, strike out the word " January" and insert 
the word "December," and page 1, line 11, strike out "1932" and insert 
"1931." 

Mr. SNELL. That is satisfactory. 
The CHAffiMAN. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment. 
Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to express my ap

preciation to the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. JoHNSON] 
for his contribution to this discussion. He is recognized by all 
who are familiar with this subject as having been the leading 
protagonist of the legislation for the conscription of capital 
and labor. He introduced the first bill on the subject eight 
years ago. He knows the purpose of the legislation if any
body knows it. 

He has told us that to exempt labor from conscription de
feats the purpose of the legislation. His statement is clear. 
Nobody can misunderstand it. 

I say to him that I am almost as much opposed to the con
scription of property as I am to the conscription of labor. I 
regard the proposal as one of supreme folly, but if we must 
have the conscription of either one or the other, then surely I 
will favor the conscription of property, and not the conscription 
of labor. 

My amendment was hastily prepared and will require some 
correction in the Senate when the legislation gets there, if it 
ever does, which God forbid. Its purpose was to prevent the 
Government, in time of war or any other time, seizing upon a 
workingman whether a farmer or a mechanic or whatever he 
may be and putting him to work for a private industry in order 
that the owner of the industry may make a profit out of his 
labor. 

That was the sole purpose of my amendment. By its adoption 
that purpose has now been accomplished. The bill from the 
standpoint of labor has now been "denatured" and "dehorned," 
and I shall leave to the champions of property the task of 
defending it. 

I · am glad the gentleman said what he did. He has done much 
to clarify the situation. Nobody can yet remain in doubt that 
the purpose of this bill, the main purpose of it, was to lay 
fetters upon the hands of labor with a form of industrial 
servitude. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from South Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I move to 

strike out the last word. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota moves 

to strike out the last word. 
Mr. J"OHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman and Mem

bers · of the committee, I had not intended to discuss this bill 
and would not do so now were it not for the remarks made by 
the gentleman from Alabama [M1:. HUDDLESTON]. As a matter 
of f act, there has never been any intention in the minds of any
one, either the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. McSwAIN] 
or the gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL] or myself, to 

conscript labor as such. I could not sit idle and let that 
accusation be made. 

My theory was that we should have such legislation as in time 
of war would make it sure that everyone would do their ·full 
part in that war. We knew that certain "Of them would be in 
the trenches; we knew that certain of them would be in the 
factories and mills, and we knew that certain of them would 
run business, but that none of them would be allowed to prof
iteer. 

Judging from the way the gentleman from Alabama has 
framed his address, it would appear to certain individuals who 
represent labor that there was a desire to conscript labor and 
perhaps to put a uniform on them and make them run railroads, 
and so forth. There never was any such intention. I want to 
make it clear, so that the remarks made by myself will not be 
misunderstood in the future. [Applause.] 

Mr. McKEOWN. M'l". Chairman, I offer an amendment which 
I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of
fered by the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Substitute o6'ered by Mr. McKEOWN : Strike out all after tbe enacting 

clause and insert the following: 
"That hereafter during any war emergency In which the United 

States is involved directly, it shall be unlawful for any person 
to contract for or to receive any sum of money in excess of the cost 
of production or reasonable market valu~ of any arms, munitions of 
war, or property of any character furnished to or taken by the United 
States for use in such war emergency, and any person violating this act 
shall refund to the United States any excess sums received and be sub
ject to a fine of not less than $1,000 or imprisonment for a period of 
not le::>s than two years at hard labor." 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on that 
amendment. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman give me five minutes? 
Mr. SNELL. No. It is absolutely foreign to the whole bill. 

There is nothing in the bill that is connected with that in any 
way, shape, or manner. 

Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this section and all 
amendments thereto be now closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves 
that all debate on this section and all amendments thereto be 
now closed. 

l\Ir. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, I have waited here patiently 
all the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- ' 
tleman from New York [Mr. SNELL]. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
SEC. 2. That said commission shall be composed of four Members of 

the House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, and four Members of the Senate, to be ap
pointed by the President of the Senate, the Secretary of War, Secretary 
of the Navy, Sifcreta.ry of Agriculture, Secretary of Commerce, Secretary 
of Labor, and five other persons not holding any salaried governmental 
position with the Federal Government, and selected with a view to rep
resent, in a general way, the views of labor, industry, capital, agricul
ture, and the professions, respectively. 

1\Ir. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. SNELL : Page 2, line 7, after the word 

"respectively," strike out the period and insert the following: "to be 
appointed by the President." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

word. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma is recog

nized. 
Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman and members of the commif

tee, I always try to be fair with everybody in this House. I 
do not take up very much of the time of the House making 
speeches. There is not anything vicious about this resolution, 
but there is no reason for bringing it in at this time. Here 
we are going out saying to the world that . we want peace and 
asking the other nations of the world to join with us in favor
ing peace. We have in England to-day our representatives at 
the Naval Disarmament Conference. There is no reason at all 
why you should now bring up here a measure that has to dQ 
with war when we are talking about peace. 
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You can adopt this resolution. There is nothing vicious about 

it, as I said, now that the amendments have been made to it. 
But let me ask you something: Why do you make another com-

- mission to take two more years of time when you can report a bill 
in here, not exactly like the one I presented but something simi
lar, by which you can take the profits out of war? Why do you 
waste that much time? You do not have to have a commission 
to go out and find out about that, and your commission can not 
provide any bill that Congress can pass which can take prop
erty without recompense to the property owner. You know 
that. Why camouflage here and enact a measure to create a 
commission to go out and do something that Congress itself 
can do? There are only two things you can do. 

One is to provide by law that no profit can be made out of 
munitions and necessaries of war, and the other is to submit to 
the States of the Union a constitutional amendment providing 
fot• the drafting of property during war emergencies. 

There is a lot of talk all over this country about taking profit 
out of war. I dare say that every Member of Congress in this 
Hall has stood upon a platform and told the people of his dis
trict that if he had an opportunity he would take the profit out 
of war ; he was going to conscript capital, just as they took the 
boys into the war. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McKEOWN. I yield. 
Mr. SNELL. Is it not the intent and purpose of those who 

are back of this resolution to start along the line suggested by 
the gentleman? 

Mr. McKEOWN. I think so, and I am not impugning the 
motives of anyone. I simply say that we are putting off until 
to-morrow what we could do now and what we should do now 
instead of waiting for a commission. 

Mr. SNELL. As far as I know, nobody has yet been able to 
present a definite plan to cover this proposition. The Committee 
on Military .Affairs considered the matter for three or four years. 
They threw up their hands and said they could not make any 
recommendation. 

1\:Ir. McKEOWN. Does the gentleman say that is any reason 
why the entire Congress should throw up its hands? 

Mr. SNELL. Somebody has to sit down and study this gen
eral proposition, and we are trying to start to do what the gen
tleman says be would like to have done. 

Mr. McKEOWN. The gentleman would not have any objec
tion to passing a law, while this commission is at work, similar 
to what I have offered here, by which we would take away from 
a man who sells something to the Government any profit during 
a war? 

Mr. SNELL. It would not have any effect at this time, be
cause we are not in war. 

Mr. McKEOWN. We can pass this legislation in time of 
peace. If that is true, we can not pass the legislation which 
the gentleman's committee brings in in time of peace. If this 
legislation can not be passed now, the legislation whi-ch the com· 
mission may recommend can not be passed. The only thing the 
commission can do is m·ake a recommendation. 

"The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this 

section and all amendments thereto do now close. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNELL. I yield. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. When the gentleman from South Dakota 

[Mr. JoHNSON] was on the floor speaking in opposition to the 
amendment, I understood him to say that it was his intention to 
offer an amendment to eliminate the five outside members of 
the commission. The gentleman from South Dakota stated that 
when this phase of the bill was reached it was his purpose to 
offer such an amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I have off~red an amend
ment, an.d it is at the Clerk's desk. I do not care to debate it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I would like to have five minutes to dis
cuss that phase of the subject. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I move, then, that the debate 
on this section and all amendments thereto close in five minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, a parlia
mentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his parUamen
tary inquiry. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota I have an amendment at 
the Clerk's desk wbieh I want to present. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be presented later. The ques
tion is on the motion of the gentleman from New York that the 
debate on this section and all amendments thereto shall close in 
five minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I have an amend

ment, which~ have sent to the Clerk's desk, . · 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MooBE] 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment by Mr. MooRE of Virginia: Page 2, line 7, after the word 

"labor" and the comma, insert the words "the Attorney General." 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to that 
amendment. 

The amendment was a.greed to. 
Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAillM.A.N. The gentleman from Alabama (Mr. STEA

GALL] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: . 
Amendment by Mr. STEAGALL: Amend section 2 so that the same will 

read as follows : 
"SEC. 2. That said commission shall be composed of five Members of 

the House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, and four Members of the Senate, to be aP
pointed by the President of the Senate." 

Mr. SNELL. · Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask what that 
amendment means. The amendment does not strike out any
thing. Is the amendment in addition to the language of the 
pending section? 

Mr. STEAGALL. It amends the seetion to make it read in 
the language that was just read. It strikes from the section the 
provision for the service of any members except those appointed 
by the Speaker of the House and the President of the Senate. 
It retains the hand of Congress upon this work, where it should 
be, I think. That is the purpose of the amendment. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman should 
first ask to strike out section 2 and insert the following. 

Mr. STEAGALL. I accept that. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Dakota 

[Mr. JoHNSON] desire to offer his perfecting amendment? 
Mr. SNELL. That is practically the same thing, Mr. Chair

man. Certainly, before the gentleman can ask to amend he 
must strike out the section. 

Mr. STEAGALL. I will say to the gentleman that the lan
guage of the amendment is to be substituted for the language 
of the section. I am willing to make it read as the gentleman 
suggests. 

I ask permission to amend the amendment by inserting a 
clause reading "strike out all after the word 'Senate.'" 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani
mous consent to amend the amendment by striking out all of 
section 2 and inserting his proposed amendment. -

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman desires to strike 
out the section, as I understand it. 

Mr. STEAGALL. That is what I desire. 
There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as 

amended. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment by Mr. STEAGALL: Strike out all of eeetion 2 and insert 

in lieu thereof the following : 
" SEC.. 2. That said eommission shall be composed of five Members 

of the House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives, and four Members of the Senate, to be 
appointed by the President of the Senate." 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I have on the Clerk's desk as a substitute 
for the amendment offered by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The CHAillMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: Page 2, line 6, 

after the word "commerce." strike out the comma and insert in Heu 1 

thereof the word "and," and on the same page, after the word 
''labor," in line 7, strike out the comma, insert a period, and strike 
out the remainder of tbe seetion. 

. Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the amendment is not in order. The amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Alabama is virtually a motion to strike 
out the section and insert. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The question is on. agreeing to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. STEAG.ALL]. 

The question was taken; and the Chair being in doubt, the 
committee divided, and there were-ayes 83, noes 105. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota offers 

an ~endment, which the Clerk will rEWQ.rt. 
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The Clerk read as follows : 
Mr. JoHNSON of South Dakota, ofrers the following amendment: On 

page 2, line 6, after the word " Commerce," strike out the comma and 
inser t in lieu thereoi the word " and " and on the same page, after the 
word "Labor," in line 7, strike out the comma, insert a period, and 
~;~ trike out the remainder of the section. 

Mr. STAFFORD. May I inquire of the gentleman from 
South Dak(lta whether he intends to eliminate the amendment 
which was adopted providing that the Attorney General should 
also be a member of the commission? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. No;. the Attorney General 
is not stricken out by the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the g~ntleman from South Dakota. 

The question was taken.; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
JoHNSON of South Dakota) there wer~ayes 95, noes 74. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
SEc. 3. As soon as practicable after the approval of this resolution 

the President shall appoint and announce the members of said commis
sion to be by him appointed as provided in section 2 and shall direct 
the said members to meet with the members to be appointed by the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives an-d the President of the Senate 
in the city of Washington, D. C., as soon thereafter as may be practi
cable, and shall supply from the War Department all necessary otllce and 
clerical assistance. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Chalrman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentl~man from South Dakota offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Mr. Jo'aNsON of South Dakota offers the following amendment: 

Strike out section 3 and insert in lieu thereof the following : 
"'l'he said members to be appointed by the Speaker of the House of 

Representatives and the President of the Senate shall meet as soon 
as possible after the enactment of this resolution in the eity of Wash
ington, D. C. The Secretary of War shall SUP.Ply from · the War Depart
ment all necessary office and clerical assistance." 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Chalrman, that is 
purely a perfectlng amendment which is necessary because of 
the adoption of the amendment to section 2.- After we have 
eliminated the civilians in section 2, then section 3 would not 
make any sense without the adoption of this amendme-nt. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from South Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
SEc. 5. · That no compensation shall be paid any member of said 

commission, and no expenses shall be in·eurred by them except the 
actual expenses of sustenance and travel for the members of the com
mission, and printing and clerical assistance that can not be reason
ably provided by the War Department. 

Mr. MoSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I merely desire to say that I do not agree with the 
~entiment that has been expressed, to the effect that the adop
tion of the so-called Huddleston amendment deho_rns, denatures, 
or destroys the purpose and desirable benefits of this proposed 
resolution. 

I stated in my remarks in general debate that so far as I 
know• it was never the intention of the promoters of this legis
lation to draft labor as such, and for use of labor as HUch; 
that Mr. Be_rnard Baruch had expressed his opposition to that 
idea as impracticable and unwise, as well as undesirable. I 
agree with him heartily, because any such legislation would 
defeat the cause of national defense, and, as I said, render 1t 
less effective as an agency of defense. So I thlnk there is 
great good in the resolution yet, even with the amendment I 
have referred to. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Sooth Dakota. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McSWAIN. Yes. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. When thls bill comes back 

from the Committee of the Whole I expect to ask for a separate 
vote on the Huddleston amendment, because I do not think it is 
fair to send the news out to the people of the United States 
that we are going tQ exempt any class, especially when there 
was never any idea of drafting man powet-. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Here is the point: It is a practical situation 
that eonfronts us and not a theory. We never expected to do it, 
and we are here meeting the challenge that we do intend to do 
it, by our agreeing to the amendment. If the amendment had 
been d.ra wn so as to contain this language : 

That the commission shall not consider the question · of drafting 
women and ch1ldren. 

I would have been for it. I want to put myself on record as 
supporting the amendment, so that nobody can question my good 
faith and my loyalty, to what I have already said and have 
always said with reference to it. I do not see that any 
serious injury has been done to the main project by the amend
ment which has been adopted. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yleld 1 
Mr. McSWAIN. Yes. 
Mr. ABERNETHY. As I understand the gentleman's posi

tion, it is that we can go on and draft men, whether they are 
laboring men or otherwiSe? 
, :Mr. MoSW AIN. For military purposes. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. But we can not take men and put them 
into industry? 

Mr. McSWAIN. Certainly not. Of course, this amendment 
does not defeat the study of the desirability of drafting men as 
men for military service, lrrespectlve of what they be, whether 
they are doctors, lawyers, preachers, or what not. Of course, 
the gentleman agrees that is a sound proposition, and his idea 
was that we shall not at all enter into an inquiry as to the 
drafting of labor as labor for use in industrial .institutions 
operated for private profit. 

Mr. CONNERY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McSWAIN. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. CONNERY. The gentleman feels now that the resolu

tion as .it stands, with the Huddleston amendment, gives us a 
chance to curb the profiteerS? · 

Mr. MoSW AIN. Why, certainly. I think the resolution is 
very desirable. I am just as strong for it as it stands as I ever 
was, and I want to say to the Members of the House .in all 
candor to exculpate the gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL], 
who was generous enough and courageous enough to sponsor the 
idea, if there was any mistake about th~ inclusion of the Cabinet 
officers and the five others, the suggestion originated with me 
and with nobody else under the sun ; and if the gentleman 
adopted my language and followed it, I do not think he is to 
blame, and I am willing to bear all the responsibility for thus 
leading him wrong. [Applause.] · 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 
Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 

now rise and rei>ort the joint resolution back to the House with 
sundry amendments, with the recommendation that the amend
ments be agreed to and that the joint resolution as amended . 
do pass. . 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. SnrMoNs, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Unlon, reported that that 
committee, having had under consideration the joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 251) to promote peace and to equalize the burdens 
and to minimize the profits of war, bad directed him to report 
the same back with sundry amendments, with the recommenda
tion that the amendments be agreed to and the bill as amended 
do pass. . 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill and all amendments thereto to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEA.h.'""ER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend

ment? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota . . Mr. Speaker, I ask for a 

separate vote on the Huddleston amendment, but I will not ask 
for a roll call because it is so late. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any other 
amendment? If not, the other amendments will be considered 
en bloc. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the Huddleston amend

ment. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

HUDDLESTON) there were-ayes 123, noes 120. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The jolnt resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, wa,s read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. SNELL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, yesterday at the request of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER], I was given permission, 
at the conclusion of the consideration of this joint resolution. 
to address the House for 20 minutes. I have since boon able to 
get time during consideration of the rule, and I would like to 
have that order vacated. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the order will be vacated. 
There was no objection. 
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PROPOSED :HERGim OF BEI"HLEHEll S'IEEL CORPORATIOK AND YOUNGS

TOWN SHEET & TUBE CO. 

The SPEAKER. Under the special order of the House, the 
Chair recognizes the gentleman frQm New York [Mr. LA-
GuARDIA]. · 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, there is now in the course 
of formation -a gigantic steel trust. A.t this very moment 
negotiations are pending in th~ city of Youngstown, Ohio, be
tween the Bethlehem Steel Corporation and the Youngst~wn 
Sheet & Tube Co. Everybody in the U,nited States knows what 
is going on except the Bon. William D. Mitche~ Attorney 
General of the United States, and he is the . one person who 
should know. -There seems to be an utter disregard of the 
antitrust laws on the part of business and industry in this 
counh'y to-day. Present business and industry is not to blame. 

, They might have been ""Jnisled or given a misapprehension of the 
condition owing to the indiff.erent attitude of the Department 

; of Justice toward the enforcement of the provisions of the 
' antitrust laws. 
1! Some one has created the ftction of a " good trust." Whether 

a trust..hJ good o:r bad under the laws as they exist to-day, any 
· combination in restraint o:t trade is unlawful. It is the duty 
I of the Attorney General to carefully watch business and in
; dustrial mergers to avoid in time combinations in restraint of 
· trade and to take immediate and drastic action where such 
- agreements and mergers are in contemplation or have been 
: formed. 

Attention of the House ha,s been called within the last few 
~ weeks to contemplated mergers and yet there seems to be an 
' indifference on the part of the Department of Justice toward 
taking the necessary action to enforce the antitrust laws. 

It is not so very long ago (just about 10 years) that the· 
steel industry was very close to an absolute monopoly and so 
conducting themselves as to be very near the line of operating 

· in violation of law. Only a few months before the Govern
ment moved and commenced action against the United States 
Steel Corporation did they discontinue their practices and 
unlawful activities. 

I refer my colleagues to the case of the 1Jnlted States against 
United States Steel Corporation and others, reported in Two 
hundred and fifty-first United States Reports, page 417, and I 
want to here extend my thanks to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. PATMAN] for his cooperation in analyzing the law on the 
subject. It will be seen in that case how the Steel Corporation 
and its subsidiaries changed their practices when the Govern
ment commenced action and thus avoided the penalties of the 
law. 

Ten years. have passed, the attitude and policy of the Depart
ment of Ju,stice has seemingly encouraged the same group to 
again become active in planning to absorb the entire steel 
industry in utter disregard of the provisions o:t existing law. 

At this very moment the Bethlehem Steel Corporation is seek
ing to absorb the Youngstown Sheet & Tube Co. The suave, 
genial Mr. Charlie Schwab was in Youngstown a few days ago 

· seeking to expedite what he calls the merger, but, what is more, 
' the absorption of the Youngstown Co. 

The negotiatlon,s are taking on a strange aspect. The very 
people interested in it and the method of approach are all of 
such character as to put everyone on his guard, and particularly 
the Department of Justice. 

The Youngstown Sheet & Tube Co.'s directors accepted 
an offer of the Bethlehem company to take all of their stock 
at a certain price. There is a difl'erence of opinion as to the 
sufficiency of the offer made to the stockholders of the Youngs
town company. That, however, is a matter which does not 
necessarily concern us at this time. The stockholders, it is 
hoped, will be able to look after that end of the bargain. The 

' acceptance of the Bethlehem's offer by the directo'L"S of the 
Youngstown company must now be approved by two-thirds of 
the stockholders o! the latter company. An active campaign 
is being waged to get the proxies of these stockholders to vote 
its approval. A meeting of the stockholders iB, I understand, 
to be held within a few days. 

Now, whom do we find on tbe committee seeking proxies to 
approve this merger between the Bethlehem company and the 
Youngstown company? No other than Mr. Samuel Mather. 
And who is Samuel Mather? He iB a director of the United 
States Steel Corporation. Ju,st think of this, gentlemen! 

· Here we have a director of the-United States Steel Corporation 
on the committee to obtain proxies to app-rove the absorption 
by the Bethlehem Steel Corporation of the Youngstown com
pany. The Youngstown Sheet & Tube Co. is the largest inde
pendent company (ne:xt to the Bethlehem, if tlie Bethlehem 
company may be considered an independent company at this 
time) in the United States. The United States Steel Corpo-

ration admittedly now produces 49 per cent of all steel products 
in the country. 

Wh{) ~ Mr. Mather's able lieutenant and go-between in the 
negotiations? H. -G. Dalton, who ls a vice president of the 
Youngstown Co., but who is also Mather's partner in the 
Pickands-Mather Co." The Pickands-Mather Co. is engaged in 
transporting ore and in mining iron ore for both the Bethlehem 
an~ th~ Yo~n~own companies. It does not require any sena
torial mveshgation or mind reader to see the pressure brought 
by the Bethlehem Co. on the Pickands-Mather Co. to get busy 
or else they will put them out o:t business. Why, the negotia
tions now going an in Youngstown are so brazen and so daring 
as to go back to the old days of the Standard Oil activities in 
ruthlessness and disregard ot the public interest and also the 
stockholders' interest. 

Now, what is there about this proposed merger that makes it 
a matter of public interest? First, the very negotiations• dis
close that it is being carried on in violation of the provisions 
of the antitrust laws. Its purpose is to create a combination in 
restraint of trade, and when the Bethlehem Co. absorbs the 
Youngstown Co. the largest independent producer is eliminated, 
and with the connection of the interest of the United States 
Steel Corporation, through one of its own directors, Mr. Samuel 
Mather, it is clear that this deal is being carried on with the 
knowledge and approval, if not the direct interest, of the United 
States Steel Corporation. It can readily be seen that after this 
deal is consummated the few remaining steel companies will be 
at the mercy of the United States Steel-Bethlehem Corporation 
combination. 

We are talking daily of stimulating construction in this coun
try. Everyone kn{)WS that one o:t the largest items in any con
struction is for the steel framework, the tubing, piping, and 
other steel products that go into the building. Why, the com
bination w:fll have my city and every city in the United States 
at its mercy. We would be guilty of neglect of duty did we 
fail to protest against these activities. True, our function is 
legislative, ·but it is a most unsatisfactory position to be in 
after the combination is consummated to simply stand up here 
and say that the Department of Jmitice has failed to do its 
duty. The constructive thing to do is to compel the department 
to act and to act immediately. For this purpose, I have to-day 
introduced a resolution which, with the permission of the 
House, I shall read a,s follows : 

Whereas there Ia a tendency on the part of business and industry 
throughout the eountry to merge, centralize, and form trusts; and 

Whereas there seems to be a general disregard of the antitrust laws 
as well as a misapprehension of the attitude of the United States 
Department of J"ustice in the performance of its duties in enforcing the 
provisions of the antitrust laws; and -

Whereas in keeping with this general attitude to disregard the provi
sions of the antitrust laws there is now being conducted by the Bethle
hem Steel Corporation negotiations seeking to absorb the Youngstown 
Sheet & Tube Co. ; and 

Whereas the persons now active in the said negotiations would indi
cate that a subtle plan is being formed for the creation of an all
American Steel Trust in that one of the members of the committee 
now seeking proxies from the unsuspecting stockholders of the Youngs· 
town Sheet and Tube Co., is one Samuel Mather, who is a director of 
the United States Steel Corporation, and another person likewise 
actively engaged is one H. G. Dalton, a vice president of the Youngs· 
town Sheet and Tube Co., as well as 11 di-rector of the Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation. The said Samuel Mather and H. G. Dalton are 
partners in the rickands--Mather Co., which company is engaged in 
mining iron ore and transporting same for the Bethlehem Steel Cor
poration and the Youngstown Sbeet and Tube Co., and 

Whereas all of said action would indicate attempb!, agreements, co
ercion, and plans all in restraint of trade : Therefore be it 

,&e8olvea, That the Attorney General be, aoo hereby is, directed to 
immediately investigate the proposed merger between the Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation and the Youngstown S~t and Tube Co. and de
termine its legality and the connections and participation, it any, of 
the United States Steel Corporation in the matter, and to take such 
immediate preliminary action_ as may be necessary to prevent the con
summation of any contemplated or existing contract for the transfer 
of stock and property as a part of sue]) merger or unlawful agreement 
in restraint of trade. 

I stated a few moments ago the percentage production of the 
various companies. To be more specific, in 1929, 46,000,000 tons 
of steel w~re produced in this country. Of this amount the 
United States Steel Corporation produced 22,000,000-you will 
note ju,st low enough to bring it within the ruling of the Su
preme Court in the case I have jUBt cited. The Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation produced 9,000,000 tons. This combination is 31,-
000,000 tons-way over 50 per cent The Youngstown company, 
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now sought to be destroyed, produced 3,000,000 tons, giving a 
total production to the United States Steel and the Bethlehem 
Corporation of 34,000,000 tons out of 46,000,000 if this proposed 
merger is consummated. 

Even it they stop with the absorption of the Youngstown com
pany, they have sufficient percentage of production to absolutely 
control prices and put the remaining independents out of business. 

Gentlemen, I invite the interest of every Member of this Honse 
to the extent of looking into the facts of the negotiations I have 
described. The interloclting interests, the utter disregard of the 
provisions of the antitrust law, the importance of the steel in
dustry at this time to business and industry, including farming, 
housing, and the railroads, and the tendency toward the forJ.n'a
tion of combinations in restraint of trade to- the detriment of the 
people of the United States is such as to require immediate and 
drastie action on the part of the Department of Justice. [Ap
plause.] 

EXTENSION OF REM.A&Ks:-PROMOTION OF PIM.OEl, EQUALIZATION OF 
THE BURDENS AND M.INUnZATION OF THE PROFITS OF WAB 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker and Members of 
the House, the purpose of the joint resolution under considera
tion is to create a commission to study and consider the feasi
bility of equalizing the burdens and to minimize the profits of 
war together with a study of policies to be pursued in the event 
of war so as to empower the President immediately to mobilize 
all the resources of the country. In accordance with the terms 
of the resolution, the conu:nission shall report definite recom
mendation to the President of the United States to be by him 
transmitted to the Congress not later than the :first Monday in 
January, 1932. 

In the event that the resolution is enacted into law, the Co-m
mission created hereby shall be composed of four Members of 
the House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker of 
the Honse of Representatives, and four Members of the Senate, 
to be appointed by the President of the Senate, the Secreta.cy of 
War, Secretary of the Navy, Secretary of At:,<>Ticulture, Secretary 
of Commerce, the Secretary of Labor, and five other persons 
not holding any salaried governmental position with the Federal 
Government, and selected with a view to represent, in a general 
way, the views of labor, capital, agriculture, and the professions, 
respectively. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON, of Alab!lma, offered the following amend
ment, which was adopted by a very large vote: 

Provided that said commission shall not consider and shall not report 
upon the conscription of labor. 

I am glad to say that I voted for that amendment. The bill 
as amended was adopted almost unanimously by the Honse. 

My purpose in asking the Honse for permission to extend my 
remarks upon this subject is prompted largely by a desire to get 
to my countrymen the reflections of years ago analogous to 
those that must arise in the minds of every American patriot 
when he thinks that again on some tremendous day must this 
generation, or the next or the one following, engage in a 
·grapple that may be a death one with some foe or combination 
of foes from across one or both of the great oceans that separate 
us from the European and Asiatic peoples. Let us strive for 
peace. 

But let us never dare forget the lessons taught by more than 
3,000 years of the history _ of the world, which records that dur
ing all of that long, long period there were but 230 years of 
peace, and those years were apparently spent in preparing for 
the wars that followed them. Let us do everything humanly 
possible to minimize the chances of war, but let-us ever be mind
ful of the fact that civilization, tn fact all government, is based 
upon the doctrine of force. A nation however high and glorious 
its civilization, regardless of the eminence that it may have 

~ gained as an industrial, commercial, and financial power, will 
totter to its destruction and fall under the bloody bludgeoning 
of fate and the lesser breed without the law unless buttressed in, 
fortified, supported, and made secure by that superior force 
which alone holds armies, navies, and revolutionists in check 
and in awe. The nation which forgets that it has grown great 
and strong by force will soon pass away and be forgotten. 
Kingdoms by blood gained must be by blood maintained. No 
country or nation from the dawn of the history to the present 
time ever climbed the steep where Fame's proud temple shine~ 
afar except on the ladder of force. . 

It would be the last word in hypoCI·isy and deceit to say that 
our own country has spread from ocean to ocean in any other 
manner than through the ope-ration of the law that ruleth 
earthly things. Does anyone believe that Great Britain has 
attained the heights to which she has ascended except through 
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the Navy that now guards the far-flung outposts of the empire 
on which the sun never sets. 

We grew and Britain grew in the same manner and through 
the same means as did the Eternal City that became the ac
knowledged mistress of the world. Of course, nothing can 
withstand the constant and steady stroke of time. The seed 
of mortality and annihilation is sown in all things, animate 
and inanimate. The great and the small shall pass and leave 
not a mark behind. Jupiter and its moons will be dissolved 
into nothingness with the same certainty in the world of change, 
as that the song bird will disappear and leave not a vestige be
hind. Our country, like the individuals which compose it, will 
yield to the law. So runs the scroll of human destiny, a scroll 
written in fire and blood and scalding tears. It is scrawled with 
the wrecked hopes and blasted visionings. The weary record 
of 10,000 years have not convinced the peoples of the earth of 
the melancholy fact that in other worlds other laws may pre
vall, but that here force and force alone prevails in the battle 
for supremacy that has been waging among tribes and States, 
since the very dawn of history. Forgetting the law by which 
they rise, they soon yield to its relentless operation, and in their 
very min attest its power. 

But however certain we are that dissolution is the end for 
all things, we may, by care, diligence, courage, and prepared
ness, extend our existence far beyond the time that would mark 
its sunset and end if we carelessly forgot the teachings of 
history ap.d laid the flattering unction to our souls that our 
magnificent cities, marble palaces, gilded temples, stupendous 
bridges, and unimaginable wealth would be sufficient to deter 
a foe without the gates. Many piously inclined people in our 
country to-day believe that we are absolutely safe from any 
and all marauders. 0.~ cowse, it is just as foolish to believe 
that skyscrapers would awe an invader as it was for Abe 
Chinese to believe they could put to retreat their foes by beat
ing tom-toms and exposing hideously painted and illuminated 
calabashes. 

Let us be prepared. In fact, "Semper paratus," always pl·e
pared, is a mighty good slogan to preach and practice; and 
that American toast of years ago should be kept fresh and 
green for every generation, "My country, may she live forever 
and a day; but if she must perish let it not be from internal 
corruption and decay, but near a battle :field of imperishable 
glory." And let us keep in mind the words of the Great 
Commoner, uttered in New Orleans on March 17, 1898, to the 
members · of the constitutional convention, then assembled to 
revise the organic law of Louisiana. Here are a few of the 
gems of wisdom, pebbles of truth which he flung with a lavish 
hand and generous mind to the .enthnsiastic followers who made 
the air ring with their tremendous applause. They should be 
read as having a peculiar application to the rapidly moving 
events in the national life of to-day. 

Sometimes they criticize us and say that we were not sufficiently 
respectful toward the C{)urt. Why, my friends, Democrats have always 
been respectful to the court. And there was nothing to alarm one in 
the speeches made by our people in defense of that principle of the 
income tax or in the platform, which expressed the hope that some 
future court might return to the precedent of 100 years ago. Nothing 
in speech or platform could be regarded as a reflection upon the court. 
No ; we were careful. Whenever we felt tempted to say anything 
wrong we read some of the dissenting opinions and then were careful 
to say nothing quite so strong as they were. 

A Republican, Judge Brown, of Michigan, was one of the dissenters. 
He read a dissenting opinion, in which he expressed the hope that that 
decision might not prove the first step toward the loss of our liberties 
in a despotism of wealth. More than that, he said that he feared that 
in some hour of national danger that deeision might arise to paralyze 
the arm of the Government just at the time when the Government 
needed a larger revenue for the protection of the Nation's life, and I 
have wondered if Justice Brown could have had in mind such a condi
tion as that which may confront the American people in the near future. 

My friends, suppose, for the sake of argument, this Nation should 
become ilrvolved in war with any foreign nation, what would be the 
result? Wby, our imports would fall off, and as our imports fell off 
the Government'.s income. would decrease just at the time when the 
Government needed an increase in its revenues. And what would be 
the result? In the hour of danger the Government could lay its strong 
arm upon every able-bodied citizen ; the Governmept could call the son 
from his mother and husband 1from his wife. The Government could 
march ita citizens out and place them in front of the enemy's cannon ; 
the Government could call upon its yoemanry to offer up their lives for 
the defense of the Nation, but it would be powerless to make the rich 
bear their share of the burden. Not only that, but the very people 
wh<> by that decision would be exempt from the burdens of war would 
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be the ones who with their accumulated capital could take advantage of 
the exigencies of war and grow rich on spoils while the masses fought 
to save their country, and yet, according to that decision, the Nation 
would be powerless to subject wealth to its share of the public expense. 

That great speech, a brief part of which I have given you, 
electrified the country and made for the ratification of the 
sixteenth amendment, and the danger which the great orator 
warned against was averted. But the underlying philosophy 
and wisdom of that speech is as good to-day as it was on March 
19, 1898. Where wealth accumulates in the hands of the few, 
the many will decay-and men in decay have not the heart to 
struggle and die for a land they do not think is worth such a 
sacrifice. 
INTERNATIONAL TECHNICAL COMMI'ITEE OF AERIAL LEGAL EXPERTS 

(S. DOC. NO. 121) 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President, which was read, and, with the accompany
ing papers, refened to the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
ordered printed : 
To the Congress of the United States: 

I commend to the favorable consideration of the Congress 
the inclosed report from the Acting Secretary of State to the 
end that legislation may be enacted authorizing an annual ap
propriation of a sum not in excess of $250 to meet the share of the 
United States of the expenses of the International Technical 
Committee of Aerial Legal Experts, beginning with the year 1930. 

HERBERT HOOVER. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, April1, 1930. 
INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON LOAD LINES (S. DOC. NO. 122) 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President, which was read, and, with the accompany
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
ordered printed : 
To the Congress of the United States: 

I commend to the favorable consideration of the Congress 
the inclosed report from the Acting Secretary of State, to the 
end that legislation may be enacted authorizing the acceptance 
of the invitation extended by the British Government to attend 
an international conference on load lines to be held in London 
in May, 1930, and further authorizing an appropriation of 
$20,000 for the expenses of delegates of the United States to the 
propo ed conference. ·· .~ 

IIERBERT HOOVER. 

THE WHITE HousE, Apr-ill, 1930. 
THE JUVENILE COURT (H. DOC. NO. 331) 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President, which was. read, and, with the accompany
ing papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
and ordered to be printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress a 
communication from the judge of the juvenile court of the Dis
trict of Columbia, together with a report coveting the work of 
the juvenile court during the year ended June 30, 1929. 

llERBERT HOOVER. 
THE WHITI!l HousE, ApriZ 1, 1930. 

THE MOTOR. BUS BILL 

:Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my remarks on the bus bill that was passed several days 
ago. · I think we have this consent for five legislative days and 
the time has not expired, but for fear the time has expired, I 
will ask unanimous consent to extend my own remarks on that 
subject. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen
tleman from Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, under the permission granted 

me to extend my remarks in the RECORD on the bus bill, which 
recently passed this body, I desire to say, in all frankness, that 
this is one of the worst pieces of legislation that has ever passed 
the American Congress. It went through the House on Monday, 
March 24, and now goes to the Senate. 

It was sponsored by certain railroads and bus companies that 
want to consolidate, or merge, so as to shut out competition, 
and was shoved through the House under the gag rules now in 
operation in that body by which full and ample debate on 
amendments was denied. 

If every individual in the United States understood exactly 
what this bill means there would be such an uprising against 
it that the Senate would kill it so dead you would never hear of 
it again. 

I am not opposed to railroads, and I am not opposed to inter
state bus lines, but I am opposed to monopolies that suppress all 
competition and paralyze local traffic. 

If this bill becomes a law, it will be almost like erecting a 
concrete wall across public highways along State lines, so far 
as. th~ great bulk of local passenger traffic is concerned. If 
t~IS bill should_ become a law, and an individual should load up 
his truck, or his school bus, with more than seven of his neigh
bors including himself and carry them across the State line to 
a fair, to a ball game, to a trade center, to a farmers' picnic 
to church, ~o a picture show, to a funeral, or for any other pur~ 
pose travelmg on a public highway which he has been taxed to 
b~ild an~ mai~tain, and charg_e them even enough to pay for 
hiS gasolme, without first secunng a permit from the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, he would be subject to indictment in 
the Federal court. 

Read .that statement. twice, and see what this means to you, 
your children, your neighbors, your city, or your community. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission is two years behind 
now, and the chances are that an applicant, who is not in the 
business regularly, would never get a permit; or, if he did, it 
would be too late for it to be of any use. 

I tried to get an amendment adopted to this bill to exempt 
from its provisions persons operating motor vehicles hired or 
leased for an occasional trip, in order to protect people living 
near State lines, but it was voted down. We were shut off 
with only five minutes' debate on that amendment. · 
Th~ opposi~ion to the amendment was led by those supporting 

the bill, and It was defeated by the reactionary element in the 
House, which showed that those in charge of this legislation 
were not averse to paralyzing the traffic among citizen~ of dif
ferent States in counties, cities, and localities touching State 
line . 

Not only that, but they adopted an amendment to make it 
apply to any one attempting to operate a motor vehicle "within 
any park or reservation under the exclusive jmisdiction of the 
United States." Therefore, our people are thus excluded from 
tak~g their neighbors ~nd others into or through the great 
national parks of Amenca, or the sacred national battle-field 
parks or cemeteries of the country, if they receive the slio-htest 
compensation for theil' time, their machine, or their a-a:oline 
w~thout first .getting .a per~it from Washington and c;mplying 
With regulations which will render it impossible for them to 
ever secure a permit at all, ninety-nine times out of a hundred 

We are still permitted to pay the taxes to build and main~ 
these highways, but our people are thus driven from them by 
the Congress of the United States. For what purpose? In 
order to turn them over to the interstate bus lines and the 
railroads owning interstate bus lines. ' 

This is just one phase of the bill. It also repeals the antitrust 
laws of the country and wipes out the antitrust laws of the 
States in so far as they apply to passenger traffic and permits 
the consolidation of bus lines and the merger of bus lines with 
railroads. 

It requires busses running on regular schedules to secure a 
"certificate of public necessity and convenience" and before 
securing it permits the Interstate Commerce Commission to 
pass on or to fix the rates to be charged. This simply means 
that all we have gained in developing cheap passenger trans
portation through the use of motor vehicles within the last two 
decades will have been swept away, except as to those who 
travel in their own private cars. 

It means the turning over of our highways to the railroads 
and the large bus corporatjons, where we will ultimately pay the 
same fare for transportation we now pay on the railroads and 
at the same time be taxed to build and maintain the high~ays 
over which they pass. 

There was no public demand for this bill. The people of the 
country w~re not consulted. If they had been, and had known 
what was m the measure, there would have been such a barrage 
of protests pouring into Washington that it would have killed 
it before it ever left the committee. 

The bill now goes to the Senate. Our only chance to defeat 
it or divest it of any of its sinister provisions is by appealing to 
the Members of that body. 

It is one of the most drastic, the most far-reaching the most 
dangero~s, the most discriminatory, the most paralyzing, the 
most unJust, and the most unnecessary pieces of legislation that 
has ever passed the American Congress, and I want to appeal 
to patriotic citizens throughout the country to take it up with 
their Senators and help prevent it from ever becoming the law 
of the land. 

THE TARIFF BILL 

Mr. GLOVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my own remarks in the RECORD on the pending tariff bill. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request ot the gen.: 

tleman from Arkansas! 
There was no objection. 
Mr. GLOVER. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the 

House, the tariff bill is now back in the House after having 
been considered · in the Senate for more than nine months. 
There were 1,253 amendments adopted by the Senate after this 
long consideration of it, and .many more should have been 
adopted that were not offered, let alone adopted. 

Many of the amendments adopted raised the tariff rates 
higher than those proposed in the House and many of those 
adopted only reduced the rates slightly and will be of little 
help to the consumer. There were some very important amend
ments adopted, which I .shall discuss further on in my address. 

Legislation drafted as this bill was and brought into the 
House and considered under gag rule, as this bill was considered 
in the House, always carries provisions that no man, however 
intelligent he may be, can justify or defend. This House at 
one time was a deliberative body, but can it be said in the way 
this bill has been forced through under the lash of the leaders 
on the Republican side of this Chamber that it is now that kind 
of a deliberative body? I answer as you must answer: "No." 

The country ought to know just how this bill was written and 
how it has been handled in the House by the Republican Party 
now in control of the House by 102 majority, and if they know it 
in the next congressional elections as we know it here, there will 
be many of you that will remain at home in the next session and 
your places will be filled by men who believe that this is a gov
ernment of the people, for the people, and by the people and 
who have the courage to act on that conviction. 

This bill, being a revenue measure, had to originate with the 
Ways and Means Committee, which is composed of 25 men-10 
Democrats and 15 Republicans. 

A hearing was had before that committee as a whole and the 
10 Democrats were permitted to sit with the 15 Republicans in 
the hearing, but when the hearings were over the 10 Democrats 
were not permitted to help draft the bill or even to be in the 
room when it was written. 

They were not permitted to offer an amendment to it in the 
Bouse, even. No Member of the Bouse of 435 Members was 
permttted to offer an amendment to the bill in the Bouse unless 
he was one of the big )5. 

If eyery voter who goes to the polls in the next election knew 
this, I say to you that they would repudiate any man that helped 
or participated in it. You in the majority party who voted for 
this gag rule were warned by the Democratic leader, JoHN 
GARNER, of Texas, before you voted to adopt the gag rule just 
what you were going to do and just what you did do that pre
vented the Members of Congress from properly representing 
their people and to offer such amendments as would take care of 
their interest in this bill. 

The tariff bill of 1922 was the highest tariff bill that was ever 
written up to that time. There is no justification in the light 
of reason and fairness to all the people for the high rates car
ried in it, and which ha,s given the already rich the right to 
exploit the poor and further to pile up riches. Under it the rich 
have grown richer · and the poor poo.rer. 

Not satisfied with that, they came to this Congress and not 
only requested but also demanded that their rates be raised 
to the high level fixed in this bill, which can not be defended as 
either just or equitable. 

It was claimed by the advocates of revision of the tariff 
that it was to put agriculture on an equality with industry. 
To have done this would have required the high tariff rates on 
manufactured goods to be reduced and the tariff rates on agri
culture raised. Instead of doing this they have given in this 
bill the highest rates· ever proposed on manufactured products 
and a slight increase on agricultural products. I would be glad 
to supp~rt the rates on agriculture, and to vote for a reduction 
on the rates now enforced on manufactured products. Where 
this tariff bill helps a farmer to the a,mount of $1 it takes away 
from him $5 on the increased prices he has to pay on the 
manufactured products he has to buy, and his dollar has fur
ther lost its purchasing power. 

That is the t:rouble now with the farming class, he gets but 
few d{)llars for what he produces and when he goes to buy the 
necessities fo~ the family the prices ~re so high his dollar will 
buy but little. 

The Senate has placed the debenture amendment on this bill, 
which will materially help the cotton grower if it is put into 
effect. The amendment giving a debenture of 2 cents per pound 
on lint cotton would be $10 per bale weighing 500 pounds. If 
you would give cotton farmers $10 more per bale on his cotton 
than he is now getting, it would materially help. 

The debenture is not a bounty, as some try to contend, but 
it is defined by Webster as a "drawback." Let us, if we can, 

illustrate how it would work. ' There is now a tariff on wheat 
of 42 cents per bushel when collected. The debenture on all 
articles of agriculture except cotton, on which there is no tariff, 
is one-half of the tariff, and the farmer who grew the wheat 
would get back on his debenture certificate 21 cents per bushel, 
or the same amount the Government gets. The farmer grew it " 
and sold it and made it possible for the Government to get its 
21 cents per ' bushel. Then why not let him have at least half 
of what he produced for the Government? If you call that a 
bounty for the fa,rmer, the other is bounty for the Government: 
- Another amendment put on by the Senate should be retained, 
and that is doing away with the flexible provision· which gives 
the President the right to raise or lower the tariff 50 per cent. 
This is a dangerous power, and should never be delegated to 
one man. 

The power to tax is the power to destroy. With this power 
given to the President he could make or break any corporation 
at his will. He could impoverish the people at his will. Con
gress alone under the United States Constitution has a right to 
levy and collect taxes, and God knows it has abused this privi
lege enough without delegating it to some one else to further 
abuse it. 

President Hoover opposes the debenture, which is in the in
terest of the farmer, and wants to retain this power to raise a 
ta'ri.ff. Why! Let him answer to the people. 

The Tariff Commission has prepared estimates of the cost of 
the debenture to the Government if the Norris-Simmons amend
ment is retained ·in the tariff bill The burden on the Treasury 
would be a direct benefit to farmers. The certificates, the com
mission says, would be distributed as follows : 

On agricultural commodities and manufactured food prod
ucts, $89,063,140; tobacco and tobacco manufactures, $103,952,-
368; cotton and cotton manufactures, $86,741,393. 

It is pointed out by the commission that if exports of farm 
products should increase the amount that would be paid in, cer
tificates wou1d also increase. Similarly, a reduction of exports 
would mean a corresponding reduction of the certificates. 

This tariff bill will add at least an extra billion of dollars 
that niust be paid by the consuming public that is now taxed 
to the point of endurance. 

BANK FOR INTERNATIONAL SEI'l'LEMENTS 

Mr. McFADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous · consent to 
extend my remarks by inserting in the RECoRD a copy of an ad- , 
dress which I delivered over the radio last Thursday evening. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. McFADDEN. Mr~ Speaker, under leave to extend my re

marks in the RECoRD, I present an address delivered by me as 
the fifth of a series of patriotic broadcasts under the auspices 
of the national society of Daughters of the American Revolution, 
Thursday night, March 27, 1930, as follows: 

The Daughters of the American Revolution is a national women's 
organization with an ever-growing influence for nationalism and patriot
ism as against sociali-sm, internationalism, paternalism, and pacifism; 
and I am delighted to speak to you under their auspices this evening. 

The full force of· European propaganda influences, now apparent in our 
country, is intended to mislead the American people into believing that 
there is no harm, nor anything to be sacrificed, in the doctrine of inter
nationalism. The Daughters of the American Revolution, who are firm 
believers in national independence, constantly advocate adequate na
tional preparedness against war and invasion, and are unalterably op
posed to disruptive international influences. They are truly in accord 
with the admonitions enunciated in George Washington's Farewell Ad
dress wherein he warned against " the insidious wiles of foreign influ
ence" and proclaimed that "as a free people, we ought to be constantly 
awake, since history and experience prove that foreign influence is one of 
the most baneful foe-s of republican government." Washington particu
larly cautioned Americans against any involvement of this country in 
the political system of Europe as a certain menace to American peace 
and welfare. 

The outbreak of the World War in 1914 foreshadowed necessary co
operation between the United States and the allied countries to win 
against Germany. This cooperation was greatly accelerated in 1917 
when it became necessary for us to enter actively into the war. Serious 
entanglement was, however, avoided at the outset-thanks to Gen. John 
J. Pershing-when he demanded that the Amelican troops on the battle 
fronts should be maintained independently as fighting .American units 
under American generalship, instead of intermingling or losing their 
identity with the armies of the allied countries as was sought by the 
European allied leadership. The wisdom of General Pershing's course 
has subsequently been fully demonstrated. 

Later on we were confronted with what might have been an even 
more sinister and dangerous entanglement with Europe. I refer to the 
participation of President Wilson in the negotiations leading up to the 
armistice and the appointment of American delegates to the peace con-
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ference which wro~ the treaty of Versailles, itself a culmination of the 
insidious wiles of European politics. But, fortunately for America., the 
treaty of Versailles was rejected by us_ although the organizatwn of the 
League of Nations was etrected by our former alUes. Since that time 
there has been no discontinuance of insidious effocts to persuade the 

~ United States to join the lea.,"'lle. Many proposals have been maoo 
repeatedly toward that end. Fortunately all have thus far been refused. 

More recently we entered into the Kellogg.-Brland pact, intended to 
render war obsolete. The fO"lly of this step has been manifested in the 
deliberations of the present so-oU!ed disarmament conference in London. 
We shall do wen if befO"re tbis conference ends we are not running 
grave risks of fresh involvement in European affairs. 

Two opposing principles since the World War have "OOen contending 
for control of our national policy, namely, nationalism and interna
tionalism, with the result of the struggle stnl in the balanee. In this 
controversy the internationalists have the offenstv~; the nationalists the 
defensive, for theirs is the traditional policy of the United States, and 
they are therefore holding the citadel erected- by Washington. The 
present form of internationalism has no preeedent in history. 

It contemplates the abandonment of national sovereign power to 
international sovereign power. The struggle i s being waged in the fields 
of politics, economics, and finance. It is in the financial field that the 
attacks of the internationalists are more dangerous, in that they are 
more subtle and their purpose, therefore, less olJvious. 

The insidious arguments for adhesion to the League of Nations and 
the World Court all assert that such a union of the United States with 
Europe and the rest of the world will banish war, that the decisions 
of the league and the court will have such anthoDity that the world 
thereafter wm be kept in oTder by peaee!ul means. In my judgment, 
the independence and safety of the American people will, however, be 
best snbserved by remaining outside of the League of Nations and the 
World Court. Only thus may questions arising between Europe and 
the United States be clearly defined and settled. 

Even more dangerous, I believe, than proleagne propaganda is that 
which, under the guise of private banking transactions, would tie up 
the United States with Europe economically and financially. 

The international bankers of New York City are the most powerful 
tn our domestic banking system. Their influence largely determines too 
character of the investments in which the American people put their 
savings. New Yor-k City is the great security and investment market 
of the country. Vast issues of stocks and bonds are put out there and 
the sponsors of these securities have the confidence of the general 
investing public! 

The enorm-ous investment in European seenrltles since the war has 
been maoo in this way. The investors have little direct knowledge as 
to the safety of their Investment. The high interest yield attracts 
them and their bankers assure them security is good. Thus having 
confidence in the advi~ of the international bankers, they do not 
hesitate to buy these securities. 

In the particular international situation at present confronting us, ~ 
leading international banking house is J . P. Morgan & Co., the most 
dominant banking infiuence to-day in the world. They are not only a po
tential in1luence in Fed.eral reserve operations in this eountry, but are 
the fiscal agents of Great Britain, France, B-elgium, and Italy ; and 
now that thi! State Department has forbidd·en any participation on the 
part of the Federal reserve banking system in the organization 01" op
eration o1 the Bank for International Settlements, J. P. Morgan & Co. 
have assumed that representation in so far as this country is to par
ticipate therein. To thoroughly understand just what this means, we 
must go back to the year 1916 when these relationships were enlarged 
so as to include the Federal Reserve Bank of New Yo:rk and the Bank 
of England tn conferences which have subsequently continued up to the 
present time. 

The beginning of these conferences attracted no particular attention 
and assumed no proportions of importance other than the carrying out 
of the necessary arrangements as were incident to the financing of the 
gigantic operations necessary to win the war. It has, however, fur
nished a basis for a continuance of meetings between the heads not only 
of the Bank of England and the Federal Reserve Bank of New York 
but of the principal central banks of Europe, which since tbe close of 
the war has included the Reiehsbank of Germany. 

The first definite knowledge had by the Congress that our Federal 
~serve banking system was becoming involved in European financial 
affairs was when the governor of a Federal reserve bank appeared before 
the Honse Banking and Currency Committee and stated that the 12 
Federal reserve banks had granted a gold loan or credit of $200,000,000 
to the Bank of England, which loan was guaranteed by a special act of 
Parliament by the British Government. 

The consummation of this particular loan had given definite assurance 
to European central banks that our Federal reserve system had been 
made readily available for their assistance. Thus, was established a 
dangerous precedent to mark further cooperation between the Federal 
Reserve Bank of New York and European banks. Since then it has 
been made known that our Federal reserve banks are participating 1n 

the granting of other loans to other foreign banks. It has also been 
ascertained that these negotiations are usually carried on by the go'fer
nor of the Federal Reserv€ Bank of New York jointly with the private 
banking house of J. P. Morgan & Co. aeting in the cnpacity of fiscal 
agents. 

The 12 banks eompris:lng the Federal reserre system are the cus
todians of the legal cash reserves of the over 8,000 member banks com
prising the system. The loanable funds of the Fede.ral reserve system 
are made up of its capital stock, surplus, and profits, and the deposits, 
representing the legal reserve. This system was created to serve the 
people of the United States and there was no intention on the part of 
the creators of this system that it would be permitted to loan its 
reserves to a foreign bank or government. 

The climax of these international bank relationships was reached in 
the summer of 1927 when the heads of the central banks of the major 
countries of Europe came to the United States and h€ld one of their 
confidential meetings with the officers of the Federal Reserve Bank of 
New Yo-rk. This conference lasted for a petiod of two weeks. The 
results of this conferen<!e were made known to the Federal Reserve 
Board in Washington. At this conference a definite change of policy on 
the part of the Federal reserve system was declared. Immediately the 
discount rate was lowered to 3¥.! per cent and large amounts of money 
were released into the money market through active operations in the 
open market causing the release of a large volume of credit which 
resulted In the export of over $500,000,000 worth of gold to Europe. 
Thus was carried out the scheme of the foreJgn bankers to get a further 
gtip on our banking resollllces. In order to ma.ke sure the carrying out 
of this plan for the financial relief of Europe, an excess amount of 
credit was released which resulted in the beginning of the orgy of spee
ulatlon that continued unrestricted through the year 1928 up until the 
disastrous panic of last October. 

It will be remembered that it was decided at Geneva, Swit~rland, In 
January, 1929, that a committee of experts should be appointed and 
report a plan for the :final settlement of the reparations question. This 
was the committee which assembled at Paris on February 11, 1929, and 
became known as the Young committee. Strenuous diplomatic efJ'orts 
were made to indu<!e President Coolidge to appoint American experts to 
this committee. This he refused to do, whereupon the interested Euro
pean governments appointed Mr. J. P. Morgan, Mr. Thomas W. Lamont, 
Mr. Owen D. Young, and Mr. Thomas N. Perkins. They did not repre
sent the United States. The result of their efforts brought forth the 
Young plan which had embodied therein the suegestion for the Bank for 
International Settlementa and authorized the appointment of a commit
tee to work out the plans for the organization of the bank and designated 
Mr. Jackson El. Reynolds, president of the First National Bank ~f New 
York. and Mr. Melvin A. Traylor, president of the First National Bank 
of Chicago, with other European delegates who met at The Hague and 
have just recently completed the organization set-up of the Bank for 
International Settlements. This meeting was presided over by Mr. Jack
son E. Reynolds as chairman. The Young plan was fully adopted and 
has been rati1ied by the German Reichstag and is now being debated in 
the House ()f Deputies in Paris. 

Up()n the completion of the organization of too bank. the board of 
directors, representing the several participating countries, were agreed 
upon, and Gates W. McGarrah resigned his position as chairman of the 
board of the Federal Reserve Bank of New York and accepted the 
presidency of the Bank for International Settlements. The other director 
in the United States who was invited and aecepted is Leon Fraser, a 
New York attorney, formerly counsel for the Dawes commission. 

Lord Melchett, one of the leading financial authorities in England, 
asserts that the Bank for International Settlements can not sacceed 
without the full force of American participation. Nearly 50 per cent of 
the world's gold now belongs to the people of the United States. These 
internationally minded men who are attempting to direct our participa
tion in international political, eeonomic, and financial affairs know the 
importance of the mobilization of our financial resources with the finan
eial resources of Europe through the Bank for International Settlements 
and through the sale of billions of dollars' worth of German reparation 
bonds to our people here in exchange for our gold. They know that 
these entangling alliances will eventually drag us into the World Court, 
the Bank for International Settlements, and eventually into the League 
of Nations. 

Apparently Federal reserves' participation in the Bank for Inter
national Settlements is, through an edict of the State Department, to 
be by and through the firm of J. P. Morgan & Co. This action of the 
State Department in forbidding any further participation by the Federal 
reserve banking system in the Bank for International Settlements turns 
over to the Morgan firm one of the most valuable franchises which any 
pr-ivate banking house in the world has ever possessed. It is of more 
than passing interest when yon consider the fact that they are the 
fiscal agents for the leading countries whose central-bank offic,ers are 
th~ directors of the Bank for International Settlements. 

It is apparent to close observers in this country that it is the pollcy 
of those who are promoting the organization of this bank to minimize its 



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 6337 
functions and purposes as was recently done in an address by Owen D. 
Young, delivered this week in California, which is quite in contrast to a 
statement made in England on March 6 by Sir Charles Addis, a director 
of the Bank of England, chairman of the Hong Kong and Shanghai 
Bank, and a director of the Bank for International Settlements. When 
speaking at Cardiff, England, to the Cardiff Business Club, he said that 
one of the primary but not one of the most important functions of the 
bank would be to collect and distribute German annuities. He further 
declared that we would have to wait ·until we saw what the bank did 
befor e describing what it was; that until then they would have to de
scribe it as a cooperative undertaking by the central banks of the repara
tion countries. He further stated that great importance was attached to 
the task of the bank in promoting cooperation between central banks, 
which he regarded as essential for the preservation <>f the international 
fulancial structure ; that it wRB this task that he conceived the most 
salutary and beneficial influence of the new bank; and that it was 
possible to conceive with an institution of this kind some kind of 
association-a financial league of nations in which the central banks 
should be leagued together alongside the political institutions es a power
ful adjunct for promoting international peace. 

I would ask you now to contrast this last statement with the state
ment in the speech of Owen D. Young to which I have just referred as 
follows: · -

" The question has been raised whether th.e League of Nations and 
the Bank for International Settlements might not unite their forces. 
The league represents international political cooperation and the bank 
international financial cooperation. Well, if that means that the bank 
will come under the domination of the league and so there will be added 
to the political forces of the league the financial resources <>f the bank, 
I think we may dismiss once and for all our fears if we are opposed to 
the league, or our hopes if we are its proponents." 

When we have such conflicting statements from two such competent 
authorities, what are we to believe? 

I think that we Amer.icans should be very grateflll to Sir Charles 
Addis for his clear definition of the purpose to be served by this bank. 
He has substantiated what I have charged heretofore was back of this 
proposal for this bank; that is, that it is a proposal to head up the 
financial division of the 1;-eague of Nations. 

The bank, as now constituted, is authorized not only to e<>llect and 
remit the reparation payments but is to continue the cooperation be
tween the central ban.ks of the world. As soon as the organization is 
perfected and the bank is opened, almost the first business will be to 
supervise the issuance of $300,000,000 worth of reparation bonds. Out 
of the proceeds of the sale of this issue, $100,000,000 is to be paid to 
Germany and $200,000,000 paid to France. It is understood that the 
major portion of this latter ' am<>unt is to be used to refund loans 
which France lias made through the house of J. P . . Morgan & Co. 
.Aecredited authorities estimate that the United States is to absorb 
within the next five or six years between five and six billion dollars' 
worth of these German reparation bonds. Why should the people of 
the United States assume the debt that is now owed by Germany to the 
European allied countries, particularly when the legality ol these bonds 
1s seriously questioned? I have definitely raised the question of the 
regality of these reparation bonds and am calling upon the State Depart
ment to advise the American investors as to whether or not these 
commercialized German reparation bonds are legal. These bonds will 
be offered through the Bank for International Settlements and under 
the direction of J. P. Morgan & Co. in this country. 

The agreement signed by Germany under the Dawes and Young e<>m
mittees is held by good authority to be void in law. The records show 
that in April last, while the committee was sitting, there was an extraor
dinary tl.ow of gold out of the German Reichsbank to Paris, New York, 
and London. So great and rapid was this outflow that a currency 
panic manifested itself in Germany and a flight from the mark like 
that of 1923 was threatened. Hjalmar Schacht, president of the Reichs
bank, who was Germany's representative at the Young conference, in
formed the industrialists of the Ruhr that there was no alternative 
but to sign the agreement and it was to prevent catastrophy in Ger
many that the German delegates signed the Young report. 

The late Herr Stresemann, the leading statesman of Germany, pointed 
out the illegality of this agreement and stressed the point that Germany 
would only pay for 10 years. Only this week, during the debate in 
Paris, where the Young plan is up for ratification, the French right 
chief, Louis Morin, in assailing the Young plan exclaimed: "Without 
counting the consequences, we are abandoning every guarantee, and in 
return we not only · get nothing but we are left at the mercy of the 
international e<>mmissions in which France will be a minority." He 
askl:!d, " Who does not view with anxiety the possibility of Germany's 
suspension of payments and a moratorium being settled by the commit
tee of the international bank in which we have only 3 representatives 
among the 28? •• 

He demanded, " .Who can accept without indignation that the entire 
benefit of the reductions made by the United States in the debt settle
ments shall be passed over to Germany? Who even ba.s confidence that 

the international bond issues will be continuously successful even if the 
first one is a success, which is doubtful? Who does not look with 
misgiving on the installation by the world bank of a formidable finan
cial power free from all governmental control, capable of influencing 
international affairs of aU nations by exerting economic pressure?" 

This statement clearly indicates that France understands that the 
influence of the house of Morgan is going to dominate the future of the 
Bank for International Settlements. I am told that the si.:,anature of 
France to the Young pact was secured by t he promise that they would 
receive $200,000,000 out of the first flotation of reparation bonds. 

Those who have followed the course of the history of German 
reparations can but conclude that the framers of the treaty of Versailles 
visualized fully the fact that Europe had lost most of its liquid wealth 
to AmeriCa., and that by certain provisions in that treaty they hope to 
turn world history aside. 

Do not forget that the league was designed for three things : First, 
to disarm the United States and transfer to either the league <>r the four 
dominant members of its council the war-making powers of Congress ; 
second, to persuade the United States to obey .the decisions of its ad
visory court, made in advance of the issue in the absence of positive 
treaty agreement, and allow such decisions to fix the status of inter· 
national practice in dealing with every question involving the policy 
<>f the open door and commercial spheres of influence ; and, third., to 
induce the United States to furnish its central banking resources and its 
gold to create a revolving fund to be used in the organization of a 
world bank to stabilize the finances of its council members. 

I desire to warn the American people of the danger in this newly 
proposed association in this Bank for International Settlements and 
against absorbing these illegal reparation bonds, and to warn American 
bankers who are custodians of trust estates not to trade these sacred 
estates, which belong to American widows and orphans, for these securi
ties. Should Germany ever repudiate these securities, that would tend 
to involve us in European political, e~onomic, and financial affairs. 

TAIUFF ON DAIRY AND FARM PRODUCTS 

Mr. McFADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I also ask unanimous con
sent to extend my remarks in the RECoRD in connection with the 
tariff bill, which goes to conference to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. · 
l\ir. McFADDEN. 1\Ir. Speaker, the Senate has now passed 

the tariff bill and the first of the week, from present indications, -
the House will be called upon to appoint conferees to work out 
an agreement of the differences between the House and Senate 
tariff bills. Many changes have been made in the bill since it 
left the House. Because of the fact that the conferees will be 
engaged almost immediately in the consideration of these differ
ences, I desire to point out a condition of distress that has 
developed among the eastern dair¥ing interests which affects 
seriously the district that I have the honor of representing in 
Pennsylvania. 

Since time immemorial, all departments of agriculture, State 
and Federal, every farm paper, and every farm organization, · 
in their advice to the dairyman have advocated increasing the 
dairy herd. As a result, dairy cows were sought everywhere. 
Expeditions were made into Canada and the Northwest, and 
hundreds of carloads of Canadian and northwestern cows were 
brought into the dairying sections of Pennsylvania, New Jer
sey, New York, and New England. 

The newly created Federal Farm Board, through their press 
reports, have recently advised the dairy farmers that our 
country has overproduced, that the dairymen should weed out 
and dispose of light producing cows and consume more dairy 
products at their own tables. Suddenly, in fact, overnight, and 
without any warJ}.ing whatever, the American dairyman is told 
bluntly that we are overproduced and that a retrenchment 
policy must go into effect. 

I realize that we are in the midst of a great economic dis
turbance, but I want to point out that the United States has 
not overproduced in dairy products, and I question whether 
they ever will. What has happened is that we are overstocked 
with dairy products, the result of importations of Canadian 
sweet cream, which at this season of the year, together with 
light dairy products, and so forth, is amounting to approxi
mately 50 carloads a week to eastern sea points alone, to say 
nothing of the importations to the various points of entry from 
Buffalo to Seattle, Wash. I would remind you that this vast 
volume of cream has been permitted to come into the United 
States daily without interruption during the past six months, 
making an already bad situation much worse. 

Hundreds of eastern milk plants have had no market for 
their milk and cream and as a result were- compelled. in order 
to fulfill their contracts with dairymen, to make cheese, which 
commodity admittedly means the lowest source of revenue 
possible to the dairy farmers. 
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The encouragement given our J)eople to purchase oleomarga

rine and other substitutes, in lieu of butter or other wholesome 
dairy products, is a contributing factor in that over 300,000,000 
pounds of oleomargarine alone was consumed in the United 
States during the calendar year of 1929. As you know, approxi
mately 18·per cent of this inimense volume is the product of the 
American dairyman, the other 82 per cent being the product of 
the Tropics-coconut and other oils. The House recently went 
on record in favor of remedying this situation, but something 
more must be done to save the dairying interests in the north
eastern part of the United States. 

I would not make the foolish suggestion for the complete 
abolishment of oleomargarine and butter . substitutes, but they 
should be clearly marked and lab~led to show exactly what the 
contents of the package is and not be permitted to be sold in 
competition as butter. 

For the first time in tariff history the dairy tariff rates in 
the Senate bill are reasonably adequate and bear a logical rela
tionship one to the other. That is to say, they are fairly well 
equalized with respect to the value of butterfat content and 
value of skimmed milk. 

The House rates are not adequate and will not give dairy 
farmers relief. The Senate rates will undoubtedly afford a real 
measure of protection with respect to Canadian competition 
which has become a matter of considerable importance especially 
to our dairy farmers in the New York, Philadelphia, and New 
England milk sheds. . 

The importations of dairy products into this country at the 
present time are aggravating the market problem for dairy 
farmers since dairy stocks on the 1st of March were equivalent 
to 2,076,423,300 pounds of whole milk as compared with dairy 
stocks on the 1st of March a year ago which were equivalent 
to 1,218,660,000 pounds of whole milk. These stocks were as 
follows: 

Creamery butter in storage _____________ _______________ _ 
American cheese in storage _________________________ ___ _ 
All other cheese in storage----------------~------- -----
Condensed and evaporated milk in manufacturers' hands _____ ___ ____________________ ---- _______________ _ 

Mar. 1, 1930 Mar. 1, 1929 

Pounds 
46,513, ()()() 
47,879,000 
14,027, ()()() 

192,236,000 

Pounds 
11,910, ()()() 
49,546, ()()() 
14,422, ()()() 

131, 548, ()()() 

The relatively large quantity of dairy products unmarketed is 
due to two causes : ' 

First. A slight increase in the volume of milk produced. This 
increase, if the country were in a normal condition, would be just 
about sufficient to keep pace with the consumptive demand of 
our increasing population. • 

Second. Underconsumption as compared with a year ago. This 
underconsumption is, no doubt, due to increased unemployment 
in certain of our great industrial centers. Studies made by the 
experts of the Department of Agriculture show that the rate of 
consumption of dairy products in some sections is higher than 
other.:::; at the present time. The underconsumption is notable 
in New England, ·for example. . 

But this situation has resulted in serious price declines for 
dairy farmers all over the country. For example, the price of 
92-score butter during the month of March within a period of 
two days declined from 51 cents to 34 cents on the New York 
market. Prices of fluid milk have had to be readjusted down
ward; but even at the lower scale of prices which have pre
vailed this year the consumption of butter is apparently only 
equivalent to that of last year for the months of January and 
February, and in view of this it was even lighter. 

Conditions of this character demand immediate relief. While 
om· dairy farmers are having to make sacrifices in prices, and 
our dairy distributors are having to turn a large volume into 
manufactured products which can be stored, we are permitting 
every form of dairy product to enter this country at very low 
tariff rates. The average ad valorem equivalent of dairy prod
ucts imported under the act of 1922 was only 24.87 per cent. If 
the Senate rates are accepted by the House, the average will be 
40.70 per cent ad valorem. This calculation is based upon the 
value of the imports for consumption in the year 1928-the only 
year for which verified official data are available--which totaled 
$33,655,390. 

It is interesting to note, however, that our general imports of 
dairy products for the year 1928 totaled $37,906,430 and were 
equivalent to 1,915,316,487 pounds of whole milk. Likewise, in 
1929 our general imports, which amounted in value to $33,738,-
067, were equivalent to 1,806,453,179 pounds of whole milk. De
tails of these imports are shown in the following table : 

(Imports of dairy products into the United States (01' the cakndar years 
19Z8 and 19£9 

Source: Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce into the United States, U. 8. 
Department of Commerce, December, 1929, Pt. I) 

1928 1929 

Quantity Value Quantity Value 

Cream, gallons ____ __ ___ ___________ 3, 620,932 $5,897,726 2, 969,889 $5,194,482 Milk, gallons ___________________ ___ 5, 632, 231 996,510 4, 245,833 794,991 
Milk, condensed and evaporated, 

unsweetened, pounds ___ ___ _____ 
filk, condensed and evaporated, 

1, 477,941 111,953 2, 013,634 173,505 

sweetened, pounds ___ __ _________ 1, 130, 539 94, 115 620,423 60,244 
Milk powder, in pounds __________ 3, 895,237 664,231 4, 185,675 769,093 
Cream powder, malted milk, etc., 

pounds _____ -------------------- 1, 163, 584 109,238 1, 047,761 104,044 
Butter, pounds ___ _ ------ L~ ----- -- 4, 659,288 1, 659,402 2, 772,746 1, 036,378 Cheese, pounds ___________________ 81,402,745 24,695, 314 76,381,795 22,282,200 Casein, pounds ___________________ 28,651,215 3,677, 941 27,583,339 3, 323,130 

Total value _________________ ------------ 37,906,430 ------------ 33,738,067 

Comparing the equivalent of whole milk imported with . our 
unmarketed stocks amounting to approximately 2,000,000,000 
pounds of whole milk, it is safe to conclude that if the Senate 
rates were put into effect at an early date, it would make it so 
difficult for much of the foreign dairy products to come in, that 
consumption would readily reduce the excess stocks amounting 
to about three-quarters of a billion pounds of whole milk, and 
bring the country once more to a condition where consumption 
and production of dairy products are practically evenly bal-

. anced. This would stimulate prices of dairy products and per
haps bring them back to their normal of a few months ago. 

With respect to Canadian imports the Senate bill shows a 
marked improvement over the House bill by placing the dividing 
line between milk and cream at 51h per cent butterfat content 
instead of 7 per cent, which was in the House bill. By doing 
this the Senate has minimi7.ed the possibility of shippers boot
legging cream into the United States in the guise of milk. As 
the Senate bill increases the rate of duty on fresh and sour milk 
from 2% to 6% cents per gallon, it would have been a real op
portunity for profitable bootlegging of cream in the guise o.f 
milk across the Canadian border. A shipper could easily sepa
rate one-half of his milk, put the cream from it into the on
separated milk and bring the total shipment from a total butter
fat content of 3.4 per cent-the average butterfat content of 
Canadian milk-up to 6.8 per cent, thus shipping into this coun
try twice as much cream in a gallon of milk as •they formerly 
shipped in 2 gallons. · 

In this way he could avoid the · payment of 61h cents per 
gallon on the separated cream. Milk can be separated for a 
fraction of a cent a gallon. It would have been quite profitable 
for the shipper, particularly the small-can shipper who brings 
milk across the border, to hav.e had this opportunity even 
though the practice itself is illegal. 

Special mention should be given to the fact that the Senate 
bill also is an improvement over the House bill, with respect 
to the protection given our dairy farmers against imported 
casein. Casein is one of the easiest ways of disposing of 
skimmed milk, and can be made easily in most creameries and 
milk plants. 

At the present time approximately twenty-eight and a 
half million pounds of casein are annually . imported from 
the Argentine, where production costs are very low, par
ticularly as to skimmed milk out of which casein is made. 
When the United States Tariff Commission investigators a 
few years ago went to the Argentine to make a comparison 
of the . cost of producing casein in that country and in the 
United States, they found that the market price of whole 
milk was approximately 72 cents per 100 pounds. This price, 
of course, is so far below the lowest market price in the United 
States that it becomes apparent there must be a real protection 
given against any milk products from the Argentine, if the 
American dairy industry is to be conserved. 

The organized dairy cooperatives of the United States sup
ported by the principal agricultural organizations sought a duty 
of 8 cents a pound. The House bill made no change in the duty, 
leaving it at 2lh cents as provided in the act of 1922. The 
Senate Finance Committee r eported a duty of 3lh cents. The 
Senate adopted a rate of 5% cents, While this rate is not satis
factory to dairy farmers, it still will afford some measure of 
protection, and will tend to equalize the present enormous ad
vantage enjoyed by the Argentine exporters with respect to this 
product. 
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The total annual imPorts of casein from Argentina displac;es 

more than a billion pounds of sldmmed milk. The utiliza
tion of skimmed milk is becoming one of the serious problems 
confronting the dairy industry, particularly as a result of the 
incr ea sing use of fresh cream and the tendency of many dairy 
districts to make butter out of the whole milk instead of sepa
r ated cream. Where the milk is separated in the creamery many 
of the farmers do not elect to have their skimmed milk returned 
because of the cost of haulage, and this brings a problem to a 
creamery of manufacturing it into some readily available form. 

The two chief -uses for sldmmed milk are as powdered 
sldmmed or as casein, and the price return under normal con
ditions is about the same to the milk-plant operator for either. 
At the present time the powdered milk market, especially the 
spray-powder milk market, has suffered serious price declines 
due to an increase of unmarketed stocks. Plants of this char
acter need the domestic casein market as an alternate outlet for 
their activities. 

Cooperative milk plants such as those operated by the Dairy
men's League, the Land O'Lakes Creameries, the Twin City 
Milk Producers' Association, and others can translate directly 
back to their membership the price returns for skimmed milk 
when marketed in that form. I therefore hope earnestly that 
the House will accept the Senate rates on casein as well as on 
all the rest of the dairy products. 

I desire also to call your attention to the need of sufficient 
duty on hay. The present lack of proper duty on hay not only 
affects the dairying interests in my section but affects those 
other farmers who are not specifically engaged in dairying. At 
the request of my constituents, I had this matter up with the 
Ways and Mean'S Committee as far back as November, 1927; 
and in June, 1928, I called the situation to the attention of the 
United States Tariff Commission and was advised by them that 
they had d-ecided to make a special study of the competitive 
conditions in the industry so that Congress W{)uld be fully in
formed in the drafting of the next tariff bill. this study to 
include examination of the method of production in the United 
States and Canada, the quantity produced, the import prices, 
and other competitive eonditions. 

On May 17, 1929, I appeared before the Ways and Means 
Committee and urged them to raise the duty on hay to $6 a ton. 
However the House bill provided only $4 a ton duty. ~he Sen
ate incr~ased this duty to $5 a ton, and the Senate provision 
should prevail. _ 

At the same time, May 17, 1929, I also urged the Ways and 
Means Committee, who then had under consideration the dairy 
schedules, to raise these schedules to an amount that wc.uld 
protect the dairying interests of the country, and also stressed 
that the duty on white potatoes be increased from 00 cents to 80 
cents and that there be a proper duty imposed on the importa
tion ~f buckwheat. The present tariff bill provides for a 25-
cent duty per 100 pounds on buckwheat, and on buckwheat flour 
and grits or groats one-half ot 1 cent per pound. The present 
bill provides for 25 cents a bushel on corn and 50 cents a hun
dred pounds on corn grits, meal, and flour, and similar products. 
The House bill provides for 15 cents on oats; the Senate pro
vides 16 cents per bushel. The Senate provision should prevail. 

Om>EB. OF BUSINESS 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the ma
jority leader when we will take up the Private Calendar? 

Mr. SNELL. It is expected the Private Calendar will be 
taken up on Friday of this week. 

Mr. GARNER. Why does not the gentleman ask for unani
mous consent now to take it up at that time? 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that it 
be in order next Friday to take up bills on the Private Calendar, 
unobjected to, beginning at the star. 

The SPEAKER. Tbe gentleman from New York asks unani
mous consent that on next Friday it may be in order to take 
up bills on the Private Calendar unobjected to, beginning at 
the star. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
can _the chairman of the Rules Committee give us any idea 
when we will take up "the veterans' bill? 

Air. SNELL. I have given the gentleman that information 
sever a l times, aB well as I can, and the g-entleman knows it. 

Mr. RANKIN. I thought that the gentleman could give me 
some more information-that he might enlighten us a little 
further. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the- request 9f the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

ADJOURNMEN'l' 

And then, on motion of Mr. SNELL {at 5 o'clock p. m.), the 
House adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, April 2, 1930, at 
12 o'clock noon. · 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com

mittee hearings scheduled for Wednesday, April 2, 1930, as re
ported to ~e floor leader by clerks of the several committees: 

COMMITTEE! ON COINAGE, WEIGHTS, AND MKASURES 

(10.30 a. m .--) 
To authorize the coinage of 50-cent pieces in commemoration 

of the one hundred and twenty-fifth anniversary of the expe
dition of Capt. Meriwether Lewis and Capt. William Clark 
(H. R. 4192). 

To establish an assay office at Dahlonega, Lumpkin County, 
Ga. (H. R. 6998). 

To authorize the coinage of 50-cent pieces in commemoration 
of the sesquicentennial of the surrender of Cornwallis at 
Yorktown {H. R. 11008). 

COMMITI'EE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 

( 10.30 a. m.) 
To provide that certain laws of the United States shall not 

apply to Indians and Indian reservations within the State of 
New York (H. R. 9720). 
COMMITTEE ON- TH1!l POST OFFICE AND POST BOAD&-SUBCOMMITTEE 

NO.2 

(10 a. m.) 
In respect to rates of _postage on semiweekly newspapers 

(H. R. 4853). 
To provide that the rate of postage on semiweekly newspa

pers deposited in a letter-carrier office for delivery by its 
carriers shall be the same as the rate on weeklies (H. R. 
6872}. -

To authorize the Postmaster General to prescr-ibe certain 
regulations for the acceptance and delive~y of prepaid first
class matter without stamps affixed (H. R. 9891). 

To provide for the classification of extraordinary expendi
tures contributing to the deficiency of postal revenues (H. R. 
10344). 

COMMITTEE ON APPIWPB.IATIONS 

(10.30 a. m.) 
Legislative appropriation bill. 

OOMMITI'EE ON INTERSTATE .AND FOREIGN COMMERCE 

(10 a.m.) 
To provide for the return of unused premiums collected on 

policies issued on the lives of seamen during the World War 
(H. R. 722). 

COMMI'l'TEID ON WORLD WAR VETERANS' LE'GISLATION-SUBCOMMITI'EB 
ON HOSPITALS 

(10.30 a. m.) 
To consider proposals for the establishments of veterans' 

hoopitals in New York and Ohio. 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY 

(10.30 a.m.) 
To consider branch, chain, and group banking as provided in 

House Resolution 141. 

COMMI'I'TEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

(10 a. m.) 

Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States (H. J.. Res. 114, H. J. Res. 11, H. J. Res. 38). 

Proposing an amendment to the eighteenth amendment of the 
Constitution (H. J. Res. 99). 

Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States p'roviding for a referendum on the eighteenth amendment 
thereof (H. J. Res. 219). 

Proposing an .amendment to the eighteenth amendment of the _ 
Constitution ot the United States (H. J. Res. 246). 

COMM1'l"'l'Em ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS 

(10 a.m.) 

To authorize the extension of the natural history building of 
the United States National Museum (H. R. 11094). 

To authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to extend, re
model, and enlarge the post-Qffice bu1l!fulg at Washington, 
D . C. (H. R. 11144). 

/ 
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REPORTS OF COl\Il\IITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. SNELL: Committee on Rules. H. Res. 197. A resolution 

sending to conference H. R·. 2667, the tariff bill; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 1040). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN: Committee on Agriculture. S .. 108. An act 
to uppress unfair and fraudulent practices in the marketing 
of perishable agricultural commodities in interstate and foreign 
commerce; with amendment (Rept. No. 1041). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PARKER : Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. H. R. 11046. A bill granting the consent of Congress 
to the State of New York to construct, maintain, and operate a 
free highway bridge across the Hudson River at or near· Still
water, N. Y.; with amendment (Rept. No. 1042). Re~erred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. KELLY: Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
H. R. 8649. A bill to authorize the Postmaster General to col
lect an increased charge for return receipts for domestic regis
tered and insured mail when such receipts are requested after 
the mailing of the articles; with amendment (Rept. No. 1Q47). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

1t1r. KELLY: Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
H. R. 11096. A bill to provide a postage charge for directory 
service; with amendment (Rept. No. 1048). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PORTER: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. J. Res. 248. 
Joint resolution authorizing an approptiation for the expenses 
of the arbitration of the claim of Charles J. Harra h against the 
Government of Cuba; without amendment (Rept. No. 1049). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mt·. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 886. A bill for 

the relief of Homer J. Williamson; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1043). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

1\fr. JOHNSTON of Missouri : Committee on Claims. H. R. 
3644. A bill for compensation in behalf of John M. Flynn; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 1044). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. GUYER: Committee on Claims. H. R. 5526. A bill for 
the relief of Fred S. Thompson; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1045). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 6668. A bill for 
the relief of Peter R. Wadsworth; without amendment (Rept 
No. 1046). R eferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions were 

introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 11273) to extend the times for 

commencing and completing the construction of a bridge across 
the Des Moines River at or near Croton, Iowa ; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 11280) to 
carry out certain obligations to certain enrolled Indians under 
tribal agreement; to the Committee on In-dian Affairs. 

By ~r. SCHNEIDER: A bill (H. R. 11281) authorizing a 
per captta payment of $100 to the members of the Menominee 
Tribe of Indians of Wisconsin from funds on deposit to their 
credit in the Treasury of the United States ; to the Committee 
on Indian A.ffaiTs. 

By Mr. LETTS: A bill (H. R. 11282) to extend the times for 
commencing and completing the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Tenth Street in Bettendorf 
State of Iowa ; to the Committee on Interstate and Fore~ 
Commerce. 

By 1\fr. ANDRESEN: A bill (H. R. 11283) providing for the 
hours of labor for employees in the Government custodial serv· 
ice; to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

By l\1r. HESS: A bill (H. R. 11284) to authorize the erection 
of a United States Veterans' Bureau hospital in the city of 
Cincinnati, Ohio; to the Committee on World War Veterans' 
Legislation. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 11285) to amend the 
"Alaska game law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 11286) to pay 
50 per cent of the face value of adjusted compensation certifi
cates to v~terans of the World War, and for other purposes; to 
the Comrn1ttee on Ways and 1\Ieans. 

By Mr. LAGUARDIA: Resolution (H. Res. 198) that the 
Attorney General be directed to investigate the proposed merger 
relative to the Bethlehem Steel Corporation and the Youngs
town Sheet & Tube Co.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LElA VITT: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 28) 
authorizing the appointment of a joint committee of Congress 
to attend the one hundred and twenty-fifth anniversary of the 
celebration of American independence by the Lewis and Clark 
expedition on July 4, 1805, to be held at Great Falls, Mont., 
July 4, 1930; to the Committee on Rules. 

MEMORIALS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented and 

referred as follows : 
Memorial of the . West Virginia Legislature, memorializing 

the Congress of the United States to authodze an additional 
appropriation for the construction of the United States veterans' 
hospital, in the State of West Virginia; to the Committee on 
World War Veterans' Legislation. 

By Mr. GARBER of Virginia: Memorial of the General As
sembly of the State of Virginia, memorializing the Congress of 
the United States in relation to the tariff affecting farm prod
ucts; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WOLVERTON of West Virginia: Memorial of the 
West Virginia State Legislature, mging CongresS to authorize 
an additional appropriation of $800,000 for the construction of 
the United States veterans' hospital in the State of West Vir
ginia, pointing out that on March 5, 1930, there were 106 vet
erans in West Virginia deprived of proper medical care because 
of shortage of hospital beds, and that the present appropria
tion is sufficient for only a 125-bed hospital, whereas 400 beds 
are acutely needed to provide suitable facilities for veterans to 
be served by the hospital; to the Committee on World War 
Veterans' Legislation. 

By Mr. BEERS: A bill (H. R. 11274) to amend section 305, 
chapter 8, title 28 of the United States Code relative to the PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
compilation and printing of the opinions of the Court of Cus- Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
toms and Patent Appeals; to the Committee on Printing. were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRUNNER: A bill (H. R. 11275) to refund taxes on By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 11287) for the relief of W. R. 
ciga1·ettes donated to veterans in hospitals; to the Committee on Grace & Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 
Ways and Means. By Mr. BRA!~D of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11288) granting an 

By Mr. JAl\IES (by request of the War Department): A. bill increase of pension to Mary E. Shyrigh; to the Committee on 
(H. R. 11276) to provide for reimbursement of appropriations Inyalid Pensions. 
for expenditures made for the upkeep and maintenance of prop- Also, a bill (H. R. 11289) granting an increase of pension to 
erty of the United States under control of the Secretary of War, Sarah A. Cadwallader; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
used or occupied under license, permit, or lease; to the Com- By Mr. BUCKBEE: A bill (H. R. 11290) granting a pension 
mittee on Military Affairs. to Julia Todd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By :air. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 11277) au- By :Mr. CANFIELD: A bill (H. R. 11291) for the relief of 
thorizing the erection, maintenance, and u e of a banking house Ernest Linwood Stewart; to the Committee on Claims. 
upon the United States military reservation at Fort Lewis, Also, a bill (H. R. 11292) granting an increase of pension to 
Wash.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. Hattie E. Neal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By :Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11278) to au- By 1\Ir. CLARKE of New York: A bill (H. R. 11293) granting 
thoiize the acquisition of certain land required by the United a pension to Annie L. C. Murray; to the Committee on Invalid 
States Bureau of Lighthouses; to the Committee on Interstate Pensions. 
and Foreign Commerce. By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 11294) granting a pension to 

By Mr. LETTS: A bill (H. R. 11279) to enable Civil War John Rnfus Turner; to the Committee on Pensions_ 
veterans and their widows to travel on r a ilroads at half fare; By Mr. CULLEN: A bill (H. R. 11295) for the relief of 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. _Benjamin Hagerty; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 11296) granting an increase 

of pension to Alice M. Eddleman ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 11297) for the 
relief of Arthur Edward Blanchard; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 11298) granting 
an increase of pension to Rachel L. James; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11299) granting an increase of pension to 
Maggie R eagan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLADAY: A bill (H. R. 11300) granting a pension 
to Thomas 0. Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. IRWIN: A bill (H. R. 11301) granting an increase of 
pension to Isadora Ebert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KADING: A bill (H. R. 11302) granting an increase 
of pension to Dora .Brickner; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. LAMBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 11303) granting a pen
sion to Lucy F. Tillman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11304) for the relief of Stanton & Jones ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. · 

By Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11305) for the 
relief of John T. Carr; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11306) for the relief of John A. McGahy; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LOZIER: A bill (H. R. 11307) granting an increase of 
pension to Annie L. Powers; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11308) granting a pension to Elizabeth F. 
Harris ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LUDLOW: A bill (H. R. 11309) granting a pension 
to William Woods ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 11310) for the relief of 
William Thibeault; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 11311) for the relief of 
James H. Green; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11312) granting an inc.J?ease of pension 
to Sarah J. Ott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mrs. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 11313) granting a pension 
to James B. Taylor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 11314) granting a pension to 
Alida T. Bruce; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPEAKS (by request): A bill (H. R. 11315) for the 
relief of Max M. Meyers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 11316) for the relief of 
Fred C. Blenkner; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11317) 
granting a pension to Rebecca Gold ; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11318) granting a pension to Annie Biery ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11319) 
granting a pension to James McCarthy; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By 1\lr. SWING: · A bill (H. R. 11320) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret E. Blue; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11321) for the relief of Hannah M. Gray; 
to the Committee on Military Affa,irs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 11322) for the 
relief of Samuel H. Walker; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WURZBACH: A bill (H. R. 11323) for the relief of 
Chambliss L. Tidwell; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11324) granting an increase of pension to 
E sther V. Dick; to the Committee on Invalid Pens,ions. 

By Mr. BACON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 285) to readmit 
Cornelia Roosevelt von Zedlitz to the character and privileges 
of a citizen of the United States; to the Committee on Immigra
tion and Naturalization. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were la,id 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 
6194. By Mr. ARENTZ: Memorial of the Bricklayers, Masons, 

and Plasterers' International Union of America, Local No. 1., 
Reno, N~v., urging the passage of Senate bill 3086 and House 
bill 9230; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

6195. By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition of citizens of Mount Carmel, 
Ill., urging the p&ssage of the Spanish War pension bill; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

6196. By Mr. BACHMANN: Petition of J. R. Dickson, 
Cameron, W. Va., and other citizens of Marshall County, urging 
prompt action on Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing 

for increased rates of pension to veterans of the Spanish=
American War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

6197. By Mr. BACON: Petition of citizens of Long Island, 
N.Y., on behalf of increase of pension to Spanish-American War 
veterans and widows of veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

6198. By Mr. BLACKBURN: Petition signed by Thurman 
Nicholson, Lillie Mac Nicholson, H. W. Jones, and 79 other 
citizens of Grant County, Ky., praying Congress fo.r the speedy 
enactment into law of House bill 2562, granting increased pen
sions to all veterans of the Spanish-American War; to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

6199. Also, petition signed by Walter Hampton, Andrew 
Dykes, Rev. P. Turner, and numerous other citizens of Clark 
County, KY~ praying for the speedy enactment into law of 
House bill 2562 and Senate bill 476, increasing the pensions of 
veterans of the Spanish-American War; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

6200. By Mr. BLOOM: Petition of citizens of New York pro
testing against the Lankford, or any other congressional Sunday 
law for the Nation's Capital, prohibiting innocent recreation and 
lawful labor on Sunday, the first day of the week, because it 
would be in violation of the first amendment to the Constitution 
which says: "Congress shall make no law respecting an estab
lishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof"; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

6201. By Mr. BRUNNER: Petition of 100 citizens of Queens 
County, N. Y., urging Congress to pass favorably at an early 
date. upon Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing for 
increased rates of pension to Spanish War veterans; to the Com· 
mittee on Pensions. 

6202. By Mr. CAMPBELL of Iowa: Petition of 57 citizens 
of Cherokee County, Iowa, urging the speedy consideration and 
passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, which provide 
for increased rates of pension to the men who served in the 
armed forces of the United States during the Spanish War 
period ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

6203. By Mr. CHALMERS : Petition signed by residents of 
Toledo, Ohio, urging the passage of legislation increasing the 
pensions of Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on , 
Pensions. 

6204:. By Mr. CLARKE of New York: Petition of James W. 
Burnside and 36 citizens of East Branch, N. Y., asking support 
of House bill 2562 and Senate bill 476, increasing pensions of 
Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

6205. By Mr. CONNERY : Petition of members of Boston Fire 
Department Post of American Legion of Massachusetts, asking 
Congress to pay face value of adjusted-service certificates ; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

6206. Also, petition of members of Post 6, American Legion, 
Lynn, Mass., asking Congress to pay face value of adjusted
service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Menns. 

6207. By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Memorial of Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Sharon, Walworth County, Wis., 
urging the passage of a bill for Federal supervision of motion 
pictures ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

6208. By Mr. COYLE: Memorial of Monroe County Pomona 
Grange, No. 64, adopted in regular session at Swiftwater, 
Monroe County, Pa., March 22, 1930, favoring the adoption by 
Congress of the export debenture plan as proposed by the Na
tional Grange ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

6209. Also, resolution of Easton Chapter of Hadassah, Easton, 
Northampton County, Pa., adopted March 11, 1930, opposing 
any change in the calendar which in any manner endangers 
the fixity of the Sabbath, and praying the President and the 
Congress not to adopt any resolution or bill by which the exist
ing fixed periodicity of the Sabbath would be destroyed; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6210. By Mr. CRAMTON: Resolution of the city council ot 
the city of East Detro~t, Mich., urging cash payment to World 
War veterans of adjusted compensation; to the Committee on 
World War Veterans' Legislation. 

6211. By Mr. DALLINGER: Petition of certain citizens of 
San Francisco, praying for the enactment of House bill 7979 ; 
to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

6212. By Mr. DENISON: Petition of all the members of the 
Order of Railroad Telegraphers of the Illinois Central System, 
urging speedy consideration and passage of Senate bill 476 and 
House bill 2562 ; to the Committee on Pensions. · 

6213. By Mr. EATON of New Jersey: Petition of 67 citizens 
of Mercer County, N. J., favoring increased rates of pension for 
Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

6214. By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: Petition of World Con
ference on Narcotic Education, New York, N. Y.; to the Com
mittee on Foreign .Affairs. 
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6215. Also, petition of Medical Society of Muskogee County, 

Okla., protesting against House bill 9Q54, Porter narcotic bill; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6216. Also, petition of Harris-Seybold-Potter Co., Cleveland, 
Ohio, making protest against reduction of tariff on printing 
presses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

6217. Also, petition of Mothercraft Society of Maternity Hos~ 
pital and Dispensary Association, Milwaukee, Wis., making pro
test against House bill 9888 and advocating, supporting, and 
insisting upon enactment of House bill 10574, bill of lion. 
GoD.FREY GooDWIN; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

.6218. Also, petition of American Nurses' Association, New 
York, in support of House bill10574, Mr. GooDWIN's bill; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

6219. By Mr. HADLEY: Petition of a number of citizens of 
Sedro Woolley, Wash., m·ging increased rates of pension for 
Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

6220. By Mr. HANCOCK: Petition submitted by R. L. Bell, 
of Syracuse, N. Y., favoring the passage of Senate bill 476 and 
House bill 2562; to the Committee on Pensions. 

6221. By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Petition of George M. 
Fry and others, of Terre Haute, Ind., for the increase of Spanish 
War pensions; to the Committee on Pensions. 

0222. Also, petition of Charles Cochran and others of Terre 
Haute, Ind., for the increase of Spanish War pensions; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

6223. By Mr. KADING: Petition signed by residents Qf 
Horicon, Wis., requesting immediate consideration of House 
bill 2562 providing for increased rates of pension to the men 
who served in the armed forces of the United States during the 
war with Spain ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

6224. Also, petition signed by citizens of Watertown, Wis., 
requesting immediate and favorable action on House bill 2562, 
providing for increased rates of pension to men who served 
during the Spanish-American War; to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

6225. By Mr. KEARNS: Petition of 52 residents of Ripley, 
Brown County, Ohio, in support of the bill to increase the rates 
of pension for Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

6226. By Mr. KORELL: Petition of residents of Portland, 
Oreg., fa vodng passage of legislation to increase peJisions of 
the men who served in the armed forces of the United States 
during the Spanish War period; to the Committee on Pensions. 

6227. Also, petition of residents of Multnomah County, Oreg., 
advocating the passage of House bill 8976; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

6228. By Mr. MAPES: Petition of 18 employees of the post 
office at Grand Rapids, Mich., recommending the enactment o:t 
the bill providing for an increase in the pay of post-office 
laborers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

6229. By Mr. NEWHALL: Petition of citizens of Kenton 
County, Ky., urging the speedy consideration and passage of 
House bill 2562 and Senate bill 476, providing for increased rates 
of pension to the men who served in the armed forces of the 
United States during the Spanish War period; to the Commit
tee on Pensions. 

6230. By Mrs. NORTON: Petition of D. H. Bartley, jr., 765 
Summit Avenue, Jersey City, N. J., and many other residents, 
favoring the passage of House bill 7884; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

6231. By Mr. FRANK M. RAMEY: Resolution of Optimist 
Club, of Springfield, Ill., urging support of House bill 6603 and 
Senate bill 2540, regarding a 44-hour week for postal employees; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

6232. By Mr. SELVIG: Petition of the St. Louis Board of 
County Commissioners, opposing the mergers of Northern Pa
cific-Great Northern Railways; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

6233. Also, petition of the county board of St. Louis County, 
Minn., urging enactment of House bill 1410 aiding farmers by 
making loans to drainage districts; to the Committee on Irri
gation and Reclamation. 

6234. By Mr. SMITH of West V1rginia: Memorial of the 
West Virginia Legislature adopted on March 25, 1930, memori
alizing the Congress of the United States to authorize an addi
tional appropriation for the construction of the United States 
veterans' hospital in the State of West Virginia; to the Com
mittee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

6235. By Mr. SWANSON: Petition of R. C. Pickering and 61 
others of Treynor, Iowa, and vicinity, urging increased Spanish 
War pension rates; to the Committee on Pensions. 

6236. By Mr. SWING: Petition of 21 citizens of San Diego, 
Calif., urging the passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 
2562 ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

6237. Also, petition of 81 citizens of La Jolla, Calif., urging the 
passage of Senate bill 1468, to amend the food and drugs act 
of June 30, 1906, by extending its provisions to tobacco and to· 
bacco products; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

6238. By Mr. TABER: Petition of citizens of Geneva, N. Y., 
favoring the passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

6239. By Mr. WILLIAMS: Resolution of Waldon Brackney 
and 61 others, of Sanger, Tex., favoring the passage of the 
Spanish War pension bill, S. 476 and H. R. 2562; to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

6240. By Mr. WINGO : Petition of citizens ()( Booneville, 
Alma, and Fort Smith, Ark., iii behalf of Senate bill 476 and 
House bill 2562, increasing pensions of Spanish-American War 
veterans ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

6241. By Mr. WURZBACH: Petition of Clark R. Burr, J. E. 
Sanks, E. H. Sanks, and 32 oth-er citizens of San Antonio, Bexar 
County, Tex., urging speedy consideration and passage of House 
bill 2562 and Senate bill 476; to the Committee on Pensions. 

SENATE 
WEDNESDAY, April 2, 1930 

The Chaplain, Rev. Z~.Barney T. Phillips, D. D., offered the 
following prayer : 

0 Thou whose dwelling is the light of setting suns and the 
round ocean and the living air and the blue sky and in the mind 
of man, look upon us with Thy great compas ion as we gather 
here; our presence is our prayer, our need the only plea we dare 
to make, Thy purposes the one assurance we possess. Speak to 
us not only in the silence but in each tumultuous thought, 
not only from the past but also in the present, for now is the 
accepted time in which to make some little way with plodding 
steps along the path of progress. 

Bless everyone in this fair land, that we may be worthy of 
our freedom, persistent in reform, active in benevolence, and 
faithful to our trust. Satisfy us with Thy mercy from day to 
day, that in fullness of joy we may walk before Thee with a 
perfect heart. Through J-esus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair and directed that 
the Journal be read. 

THE JOURNAL 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings when, on request of Mr. FEss and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Jour
nal was approved. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following SenatorS 

answered to their names: 
Ashurst Gillett Kendrick Shortridge 
Barkley Glenn McCulloch Simmons 
Bingham Goff McKellar Smoot 
Black Goldsborough McNary Steck 
Blease Gould Metcalf Steiwer 
Borah Hale Moses Stephens 
Bratton Harris N1>rbeck Sullivan 
Brookhart Harrison NolTis Swanson 
Capper Hastings Oddie Thomas, Idaho 
Caraway Hatfield Overman Tydings 
Connally Hayden Phipps Vandenberg 
Copeland Hebert Pine Wagner 
Couzens Heflin Pittman Walcott 
Dale Howell Robinson, Ind. - Walsh, Mass. 
Dill Johnson Schall Walsh, Mont. 
Fess .Jones Sheppard Watson 
George Kean Sbipstead Wheeler 

Mr. NORRIS. I desire to announce that the senior Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. NYE] is detained from the Chamber 
on account of illness in his family. 

I also wish to announee that the senior Senator f-rom Wis
consin [Mr. LA FoLLEJITE] and the junior Senator from Wiscon
sin [Mr. BLAINE] are both absent from the city. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I wish to announce that the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. HAWES], the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
FLETCHER], the Senator from Utah [1\ir. KING], and the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH] are all detained from the 
Senate by illness. 

I also wish to announce that the junior Senator from Tennes
see [Mr. BROCK] is absent because of illness in his family. 

I also desire to announce that the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. ROBINSON] and the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
REED] are in London attending the naval conference. 

I further wish to announce that tke Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. THOMAS] is necessarily absent on business of the Senate, 
participating in an inspection of certain Indian reservations in 
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